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'Nana Sahib of Bithur, contempl^^d trage^jt on,'’ 
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Osborn, the lafe Colonel R. D.^ letter, 212. 
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Phear, Sir ojohn Budd| 187. 
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Poison% 7 r//, novel by Bankim Chandra Chatter] i, 
173,^174 

If oWet^ fracas between Mookerjee*s*$,crvant and, 247, 
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Portrait, Mookcrjec’s, frontis^iice. 

Postscript^ 478. 
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of the, 45 (note), attacks on Lord Dufferin’s 
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28, function of the, 239-42, origin of, 383, 392^3, 
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Raha, Babu N^bokomor, dilliii|aisked theatrical 



INDEX. 


XXI 


mtnager, 410. 
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Rao, Mr. Vencata Appa, letter^ 145, *148, j 5 1* 158, 

Rashmani, the late Rani, her estate under •partition, 
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Rattigan, Sir*W. H., Kt., letter, 391, 400. 
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of, 436. 
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Richardson, the letc Captain D. L., Principal, Metro- 
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Ripon, Marqflis of, 296, 297. 
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Uflitcd Service* Club, 

Calcutta, the ind September, 1895. 

My dear Hunter, 

TF, as the Greeks said, a huge book is a huge 
^ evil, a lengthy preface is a greater <Jne. 
Mine, therefore, shall have the merit ^ of 
brevity. Gratitude was ^amongst Jthe motives 
which * led me Jo undertake the biogra- 
phy of my distinguished Bengali friend ; ffr 
he gave me sympatlty and kindness at# a 

time when I stood in need of both. I felt, 

• • 

too, that l^s career was one which should not 

be allowed to pass into oblivion. He came h( 

• • • 

a race wlych has undergone presistent vituper- 
»atipn from people forgetlful o£ Burke’s apho- 
rism^ that a nati6n may not be impeach- 
ed. The detractors of the Beng^Us belong to 
two classes. The first know nothing of the 
seventy mtlligns of the Lower Provinces ; and 
have been Sazeled by the brilliant sophistries of 
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Macaulay. The' second judge Bengalis, as 
Macaulay did, by the cringing sycophants wh^ 
.dance attendance in high officials’ anterooms 
or belong to families wMb, during* a century 
of intercourse with us in the capital; have 
lost .some of their native virtues without ac- 
quiring^ours. It is a remarkable fact that one 
seldom finds this attitude of contempt in 
Englishmen who are intimately* acquainted 
with the Bengali language and character. 
The Bengalis have their f|ults, and serious 
Of es. • A want of moral courage fs the chief 
one. Most of their fatlings, however, are due 

to defective education — an absence of healthy 

• • - 

home life and of the thorough y-aining for 
titews and sinews which English* lads enjoy. 
Bengalis who have been vouchsafed, such ad- 
vantages compare not unfavourably^ with the< 
average Englishman. Mocflcerjee was ap* in- 
stance of » .Bengali^ with “backbone” — from 
what ancestral strain derived I know not. 
The story of his life, told witlj its shadows 
as well as its lights, is pregnant \^th lessons 
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for us all. There is a peculiar fitness in the 
association of your name with this narrative. 
I 6(^Timenced it at your beautiful Berkshire 
home. Wfll do I reiheraber how, while viewing 
thence* the wide stretch of woodlands and 

pasture over which the spirit of our Saxon 

• • • 

Alfred still seems to hover, I thought jthat the 

fortunes of the much-maligned Bengalis might 
have been •far diflFerent if their annals Jiad 

included a name such as his. T«he life .of a 

. • • 

nation is inspire!^ and sustained by the ex-« 

amples of' its great men. The subj.ect sof 

this biography was {Jrompt to recognize yuur 

genius, and his« review of its first fruits, the 

• • 

Annals of^ Rural Bengal^ was sympathetic 

fa • - 

and appreciative. I cannot but be grateful 

O 0 » ® 

for the permission accorded me to dedicate 
my little^ book to^ you. 

Believe me, 

Your’% sincerely, 

F. H. Skrine. 

Sir W. W. Hunter, k.c.s.i., c.i.e., &c., &c.. 
Oaken, Holt, Cumnor. 
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HIS i:iFE STORY. 




HIS -LIFE STORY. 

rp HERE is* something inexpressibly toucljing 
^ in the eagerness with nhich stuivd to 
rend the veil concealing the personality of dis- 
tinguished men. We love to see them i*n diV 

• • 

habille, .s« to speak: tp know their inmost 
thoughts, the trivial incidents pf their daily 
lives. No biographers retain a lasting hold on 
the public, taste ^ but those who gratify this 
universal passion. Like aU our^sentiments it is 

based on mixed mq(ives. CuAosity is among 

• • 

thdihr but there is also a secret desire to con^' 
pare our own sensations and impulses with 
those of our hero. And in contemplating the 
weaknesses besetting the noblest natures we 
are consoled for our own, as a token of the 
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kinship which binds togfether all human beings. 

♦ . 

Emerson notes this deep*seated instinct. “ Great 

e ® • 

geniuses/' he says, “ have the shortest biogra- 
phies. Tharir cousins can tell you nothing about 
them. They live in their writings.^And so their 
home ind school life are trivial and common- 

o 

place. If you would know their tastes and com- 
plAcions, the most admiring of their readers 
most itisem&le them.*^ Thi^ dictum, pace tanti 
virit is wanting in truth as ilell as in originality. 
Men of the highest intellect are not gregarious. 

o • 

A craving for intercourse with others tomes of a 
vacant mind t .and the little knot who, in every 
a^e, hold high the lamp of progn^ss shun the 
babble of the common herd. .The world, dvrote 
one of them, has n§ver given me a'nythiag so 

Q * % i 

good but that, in probing'^e depths'of my own 
nature, I have found something far better ‘there. 
Those outpourings oi^ soul in which a faithful 
biograplier rejoices are never indulged in b^ 
men who have acquired the reverei^ce of their 
felldws. Thv^ are natures as pure, as darziing, 
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• • • 

and as inaccessible as the highest peafks of the 

Himalayas and not material for their life-story 
but a historian capable of assimilating it is 
generally wanting. And it is surelj^.seldom the 
case that a gfeat original thinjcer puts his best 
work in his books. Schopenhauer compares 
thought to a lovely maiden. He who is visited 

by the one must hasten to commit it to pa^er, 

• * . ® • 
or it will vanish to. returrf n* more ; just as he 

must make the oth%r his own by a betrothal 

on pain of seeing her become a rival’s bride. 

• • 

The worfd is governed by ideas ; and many 

which might have changed the world’s history 

have been Arown out in the careless intercouQ;e 

of (teily life, ai>d, wanting a chronicler, have 

beej> clean forgotten. Johnson lives in the 

pages o(.his faithfu.MBoswell wLn his Rasseias 

and fiis Dictionary itself are nought but names. 

* • 

It is equally untrue that Are most* resemble the 

'objects of our veneration. The converse is the 
case : for ^en admire in others the very quali- 
ties which they are secretly conscious df not 
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possessing*, thennselves. The impulse which 
leads us to seek closer acquaintance with tl\p 
lives of men of genius is a natural and a whole- 
some one. •My lamented friend Dr Sambhu 
Chundef Mookerj<ee possessed the divine spark : 
and th5 story of his life, however imperfectly it 
may be told, is full of interest. 

He came of the purest Brahman stock : having 
been rtiirty-fourthoirP descent from Snharsa, 
one of the five “ twice-born ”®whom Raja Adisiir 
of Gaiir summoned from Kanauj to give laws 
and laeligion to his ©subjects. Thfs remote 

9 

ancestor wasWniiself a man of letters and is the 
reputed author, of the last Indian ^ic poem — 
Naisadk Charita^ the histoty of King JNala 
who reigned in Nisjiadah, the mocfern Bjjder. 
That epoch-malcing doclfline, heredity, finds 
support in this instance of the transmissfon of 

o 

intellectual [fower through five centuries. It 
must be admitted that the pursuit of Sambhif 
Chunder's immediate progenitors were hardly 
favourable to^the conservation of literary energy. 
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Stern necessity had degraded thenrr*from the 

► • 

^tar to th^ shop, ^is father Mothoor Mohun 
Mookerjee, far from posing as •a visible mani- 
festation of divinity, supported Ifimself as a 
manufacturei; and trader in the Calcutta 
Bazar. Nor on ’the other side were*thipgs 
more propitious. His mother was the daughter 
of Babu Raj Chandra Banarji, a Srotfiya 
Brahman of Tara Atpur in Mugli, who s8ld fire- 
wood and oilseeds Jt Chitpore. Sambhu Chun- 
der was born in May 1^39 at his father's resi- 
dence in Barnagore. He was an only son, and 
became the object of that idolatry ^vhich is lavi- 
shed on suA everywhere. The absence of eaidy 
discipline •will account for the waywardness 

which marred his highest efideavt)urs in after life. 

» • • 

At the ag« of five h^was sent to a day-school 

kept in the house of a local zemindar. Here he 

was more remarkable for his pranks than for 

Application to the rudiments of learning. The 

teacher, unjible to correct his masterful pupil, 

reported him to his landlord, w»ho is said to have 
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punished the little rebel by putting him into a 
• • ^ 
sack full of huge black ants. The child brdocV 

ed over this insult and revenged it by privately 

inserting cMllies and other noxious adulterants 

into theocontents of the village hookah. 

Play is \ht redundant energy given us for the 

* support of the organism. Arnold of Rugby, 

the^reatest of our modern pedagogues, said 

* e 

that he* had great tio^es foi^ a really “naughty 
boy meaning that the iiftense vitality dis- 
played in rebellious acts might be directed 
to useful ends. He .would have *been de- 

lighted with such a pupil as Sambhu Chunder. 

# 

Afethoor Mohuii Mookerjee was a ifindu of the 
fine old crusted type, who sa\w in tht study of 
the mlechchiis longu« a potentiality for^.the 
seductionof his darling frOln the straight path 
of religious duty. But for a mere accide'nt 
Sambhu Chunder miffht have lived and died 
a respectable merchant, and the Indian'* 
Press would have been far the ’poorer. One 
sumiher’s da}» in 1848 be was led by curio- 
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sity to watch the pupils at the jocal mis- 

s^oriary school playing a sort of rudimentary* 

• o 

cricket. He was acccsted bjt some of the 
seniors, and led to join the school. •This defec- 
tion aroused^ the patemal ir;, but it his 
mother’s support* : and, after a warm dbmestic 
debate, Sambhu Chund^r was allowed to conti-« 

o 

nue his studies at the sectarian seminary. jBut 
Mothoor Mohun’s fgars viete #oon excitecV by the 
conversion to Chrtstiarity of four Brahman' 
pupils. Sambhu Chun<br was hurried away 
from the dangerous me^um and placed at the 
Oriental Seminary at CaranhaUa in Calcutta. 
Here his tfjitural qui:cness of, intellect sopn 
mack itself felt. .His f.ther insisted on accom- 
pait^ing him to school (fa|ly, thence proceeding 
to° his shop- But, ae t Brahnian of the strait- 
est sbct, he had varies religious observances 
to get through before mundane* affairs could 
claim his attention. Bence it was often high 
noon ere t|ie fad enterd the schoolroom. As a 
laggard he took his place at t^ tail of his 
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• to 

class ; buUhe invariably closed the day's work 
at its head, Mothoor Mohun Mookerjee, unlik^ 
Charles Lamb,* made amends for his tardy 
arrival on 4he scene o' duty by staying there 
long after the o^dinaty business ^hours. The 
little Srfmbhu Chunder beguiled his long wait- 
•ings at the residence the Ghose family of 
Ba^ Bazar. Some o its younger members 
were p^eparfng for<itheMinof Scholarship Ex- 
amination, and were wont •to discuss knotty 

t 

points amongst themsdves in Butler's Analogy, 
Paradise Lost, and Shakespeare's playS. There 
is no more powerful stinjlus to a plastic brain 
thjin the compajiionship cf others ru^re advanc- 
ed who are of a studois tutn. My subject's 
intellect was apurrejj U exertion *by these 
debates. At first an avt-sirickcn lisFtener lie 
soon became an active ccrrbatant Nor was* this 
all. To keep I»ace withHs associates he need- 
ed close private study ind thus was formed 
that burning love for letters, that ‘command of 
dialectics which distingiished him in after 
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life. His father, who by this time h^* adopted 
. ^ 

bis wife’s views as to the nature of young"* 
hopeful’s education, was induco^f to permit him 
to join the Calcutta Public Library. But the 
spectacle of a lad in his early teens reading 
with solemn elders had its ludicrous side. In 
order to escape the mild “ chaff” lavished on, 

o 

him, he pored over his English classics vjhile 
seated outside the Lifcr^ry in® a p^ny-car- 
riage his father had provided to take him 
to school and back. In 1853 the Hincfoo 
Metropolitan College ^vas opened by a knot 
of orthodox ftindus, as a ^f}zt of protest 
against th^ laxity displayed irt the matter of 
religious teaching in the older institution. Its 
iir§t Prirfcipal was Captain Q. L. Richardson, 
who, with a full sha#e of eccenfricity, was one of 
the Vnost cultured Englishmen who had made 
India their home. Sambhu CHunder entered 
the senior first class of the school, but soon 
migrated^to the first year College class. Here 
he continued to be the centre ^of stimulating 


lo TEACHERS ANJ) ASSOCIATES. 
influenced . His chosen associates were Kristo- 

o 

^as Pal, destined like him to be a pillar o( 
Indian Journali'Wn, and Romesh Chunder and 
Sooresh Chynder of the Wellington Square 
Dutt family. * Nor was he less fortunate in his 

• • o 

teacher.* Captain Richardson was struck with 
Jiis acuteness and love of learning, and invited 

a 

him|o attend the private lectures on English 
literature wltich h% was wont to give*after 
•school hours. His taste fora composition was 

formed at the same time by the instruction of two 

• 0 

other Professors of the rjollege, Captain Harris 
and Mr. Kirkpatrick. The teacher of mathema- 
tics, Mr. Wiliian) Masters, was attra^ed by the 
brilliant youth, and strove hard to instil into 
his mind the rudjments of his sciendh. TJys, 
however, was an ifhpossible 4ftsk. Dr.Mqokerjee 
retained till his dying day a profound dislike 
for this branch*of study. He would have been 
a richer, and probably a better man had he 
wooed the coy goddess enthroned in^figures. 
While at the Jiindop Metropolitan College be 
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o » 

made his first plunge into the trouljled sea of 
^ journalism. In association with his bosom friend 
Kristodas Pal he started a periodical called the 
Calcutta Monthly Magazine. Very# precocious 
disquisitions on Sydney Snjith, the frimean 
War, and other topics of the day, appeared in 
its columns. The venture, however, was not 
long-lived, for the boy-editors had everyt^ng 
to learn as to the details iof^mana^emeat : and 
the fitful appearance of the magazine soon ex- 
hausted the patience of their readers. Shortly 
afterwards he accepte4 the post of Editor of 
the Morning ChronUU, a daily Qaper owned by 
a Mr. Love^ His politics were t>y no means ^in 
accord with those of his proprietor. The two 
fo^iid thdVnselves at opposite pples with regard 
to Lord.Dalhousie’a<policy in ®Oudh ; and the 
youAg editor was compelled to vacate his 
chair. The disappointment might well have 
disgusted him with his chosen profession ; but 
its attractions were irresistible. His leisure was 
devoted to inditing articles on burning questions 
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in the liindu Intelligencer. 

At a time when old England was ringing witlj 
stories of military and naval disasters Dr. John- 
son remark^ that public woes deterred no man 
from easing His dinner as usual. People marry 
and are«given in marriage while their country's 
►destinies are trembling in the balance ; and Dr. 
Mojkerjee gave hostages to fortune during the 
throes %( the* last g^at struggle for Empire, in 
1857. His wife was a scion #f the Rural family 

of* Jorasnko. This event was far from having 

• • 

the sinister influence onjiis mental development 
which is assigned to early marriages by self- 
st^^led friends of India. They are ftigmatized 
as the root of the decay which is consumingtthe 
country’s manhood, 'fhat the childreh of .(Jhe 
upper middle claSses in mafiy parts of . Bengal 
are mere human weeds is but too evident :*bftt 
the cause of^ tleterioration must be sought for 
in adverse physical conditions rather than in a 
custom which is hallowed by the acquiescence 
of a hundred generations. Doctrinaire-reform- 
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ers forget that human nature is more, powerful 

o * 

convention, and that the sexual instinct is 
far stronger and is manifested at an earlier 
stage of life in the tropics than ii^ temperate 
regions. The institution of marriage rggulates 
this overwhelming impulse, just as law cJoes the 
equally powerful craving for revenge. Hence 
marriages in early life are good in themselves 
and a*cause of good to soc^ty : atid w^uld-be 
reformers should pander well the lessons afford- 
ed by countless ruined careers the outcome of 
an undue«postponement;of the nuptial rites. 

Soon after his 'marriage, Mook^rjee was intro- 
duced by l|is friend Sooresh Cfiunder Dutt to 
the Jate I^urish Qhandra Mukerjee, Editor of the 
Hinc^ PUtrioi^ a man who, (iuring bis short 
HYe, exercised a freater inffuence over his 
country's development than any of his contem- 
poraries^ The journaIist*was deej)ly interested 
by the young man's conversation ; and a 
life-long frierfdshtp was formed between them. 
It was orobablv Hurish Chandra’s influence 
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that led Mookerjee to turn- his attention' to 

the political outlook. Carried away by th^ 

« ^ 

general excite<nent he hastily put together 
a pamphlet exposing the secret history 
of the^ Sepoy /evolt which was shaking 
the foundation of the empire. • Lord Canning’s 
“ Gagging Act had closed the Indian Press 


to Apolitical topics : and it became necessary 
to find^ a pu*blishenhat* home^ This was effect- 
ed in 1857, through the agerfby of Mr. Malcolm 
Lewin’, late Judge of the Madras Sudder 
Court, who had lost his*appointment for having 
protested against alleged injustice done to 
Hindus in cases in which Christiaijs were con- 


cerned. It made some sensation at home,®and 
so close was the r^soning, so polished Jhe 
diction that many believe(Nt to be the work of 
an Englishman. His bosom friend Krisfodas 

c 

Pal had, by tlfis time, Entered active life as a 


translator in the District Judge’s Office, Ali- 
l^ur ; but Sambhu Chunder was in haste to 
follow his es^ample. He continued to pursue 
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an even . tenor of study, while seeking an 

• a 

]^ohburabie and independent employment. One 
soon presented itself in the shape of an Assist- 
ant-Secretaryship of the British fandian Asso- 
ciation. As^this office was virtually in othe gift 
of his adviser Hurish Chandra Muk^rjee^ he 
had every reason to believe that it would be 

o 

conferred on him. But in an unguarded moment 
he confided his an^^ition to a bosom friehd, who 
made use of the'=' information to secure t^e 
vacancy for himself. ^There are crises in tjie 
life of each of us when ive must take counsel of 

9 

ourselves alone and repress the# generous im- 

* 

pulse to dbnfide in others. Dr, Mookerjee's 
dissppoiQtment at having been thus forestalled 
received sonne mitigation, when» the redoubtable 

• o 

editor of the Hindoff* Patriot suggested that he 
should join the staff of the paper. He closed 
with the offer and became one of a little 
knot of brilliant youths who held the banner 
of Indiar^journalism higher than any of their 
successors have done. 
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He wci» iiot an ascetic of the elder Mill’s 

• c 

<0 

type— one who preached and practised “lo^ 

^ 0 ^ 

living and high thinking/’ Rather was he on 
the side erf Benjamin Haydon, who cried 
“People^ may pra^e as much as they please of 
the pleasures of poverty : . buJt I prefer cham- 

c 

pagne and the Order of the Bath !” His was 

o 

essgntially a convivial temperament ; and he 
was noiver so happjj ai; when seated at a board 
spread with good things a«d surrounded by 
spirits congenial to his own. This tendency led 

c t 

him to dissipate his stq^es of nerve-power, and, 
indeed, laid . tlie foundation **of a malady to 
w^ich he eveatually succumbed. ]puring the 
cold weather of 1858 he formed one (rf* a pitrty 
which met in tbe B^rruipur Sub-cflvisiop, to 
celebrate a weSding in tite family Doctor 
Rajinder Dutt. A surfeit of oranges * and 
green cocoanftts, follopwed by a severe chill, 
brought on an attack of asthma which un- 
doubtedly curtailed his life. A "nathve physi- 
cian* prescribed opium as a palliative : and 
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^ambhu Chunder joined the tnighty.< army of 
t^nsumers of the seductive drug. But he had 
more self-control than DeQuincey, and never 
became its slave. On the approach of a par- 
oxysm of his maJIady he togk a large jdose of 
crude Turkey opium, but discontinued its use 
in the interval between the fits. Some one who 

e 

knew his fellow creatures, I believe no les5 a 
^personage than the Emp^r^^r Charles said 
• that every man was'^ither a fool or a physician 
at forty. Long before reaching that crucial 

(9 « 

age, Dr. Mookerjee becagie an example of the 
truth of this apothegm. In association with 
Rajinder antf Romesh Chunder Dutt he threw 
himself with ardour into the study of the 
then (i86i) novel science 0 / Horaceopathy. Dr. 
BSrigny, poe of its leading European exponents, 
was invited by them to put its theories in prac- 
tice in Calcutta. A dispensary i^as organized 
^or him in Lai Bazar, where it still stands 
and bears hi^ name. Sambhu Chunder was 

one of his closest allies. His st^dy became a 

3 
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laboratory, and he communicated the results ot 

* e 

his experiment with no little pride to the ‘lead- 

f e- 

ing homceopat|js of Chicago and Philadelphia. 
In recogn^ion of his researches he received 
the decree of M D. from an American Uni- 
versity! Such was the origin of the learned 
title of which Mookerjee was pardonably proud. 
He never sought a degree from his own Alma 
Mater ^ ; and it is ^joUto the credit of that body 

that one of her greatest son^ should never have, 
c 

Been vouchsafed an honorary one. But, as we 
sliall presently see, he was not a self-seeker 
and we hav^ it on high auth6rity that a pro- 
phet has no honour in his own country. 

To most men, wrote Sir Henry Tgylor, 
author of Phflip Van Artevelde^^ af 

€• e o 

obedience cotifc more naturally th^n habits*of' 
command. It is this pliability in human nature 
which alon j makes cwilization possible. Some 
there are who, without the power of impressing^ 
their will on others, are incapable of discipline, 
and such men are grits in the wheels of human 
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{)rogress. Obedience is, therefore, ,the first 
lessoA which a child should learn. It must not 
be carried too far, ^est the unique personali- 
ty which each of us possesses should j;)e warped 
or crushed ; and the difficulty of strikittg. a 
happy mean in this respect renders education 
the tremendous task it is. Mookerjee’s training 
was very far from being an ideal one. IJis 
intellect was forced at the expense <5f his.moral 
sense ; and to end ^f his life he retained many 
characteristics of a spoiled child. Impatient o^f 
control, wayward and impulsive, he brought into 
play but a small portion of his great talents and 
dissipated ei^rgies which, if properly used, would 

have made him a leader of men. We find him 

• • • 

“ everything by turns and notlyng long and 

• • • • 

it*was onlj; when life’j. shadows began to length* 
en .that he settled down in the literary path, 
looking neither to the right hand noV to the left 
After two years’ work on the Hindoo Patriot 
he suddenly resolved to be a “ limb of the law,” 
and became an articled clerk in the office, of 
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Messrs. Lingham. But he wa^ 

not long in finding out that the profession* wa| 
one wholly tipsuited to tiis genius ; and the 
death of hi|f mother, to whom he was devotedly 

attached, occurring on the eve of the Attorney's 

/ • 

Examination, he bade farewell for the time to 

c 

law books. He was welcomed back by his 
friend Hurish Ch under Mookerjee and formally 
appointed Sub-Ejiitor of the Hindoo Patriot, 
During the next three yearf^he virtually edited 
Aat paper : for his chief was seized by a 

C 

sickness to which, after a prolonged struggle, 

he succumbed^. Mookerjee became his biogra- 

gher ; and his work bears eloquel^ testimony 

to his own culture, as well as to the nierit <jf his 

benefactor. Though poor Hurish Chunder was 
• • • 

cut off at 39 , left a pro%)und and ^biding ifti- 
pression behind him. Like his annalist • he 
came of a Kalin stock ; but, unlike him, he was 
thrown penniless on the world at the outset of* 
active life, and his education was laboriously- 
acquired in the scanty leisure left by*^ absorbing 
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duties* While still a boy he became a clerk in 

a^Zalcutta nercantila house ; ancl, years after- 
■■ . 

wards, was promoted to similar but better paid 
functions in a Government office, which he held 
till his death. The story of the Hindoo Patriot's 
birth and vigorous' youth is told in this biogra- 
phy. The paper arose from the ashes of the 

Bengal Recorder, one of the ephemerjdes whicli 

^ • • • 

herald the awakening of a nation’s literary 

* 

spirit. The proprietor found it a losing specu- 
^lation : and in June 1854 offered the press and 
good will for a n^ere soAg. Hurish Chunder 
who bad been one of the leading contributors, 
saw an opp(^tunity of gratifying a darling 
ambitfon, ahd becaihe the purchaser. The tran- 
sactiotf was veiled in secrecjl^, for §is master, the 
Military Auditor General, wpuld hardly have 
approved of a proprietor-editor of adjournal as 
one of his subordinates. The “ man of straw” 
put forward was^an elder brother, Babu Haran 

Chandra Mtfkherji ; but the entire labour of 

• 

editing and management fell on Hlirish. The 
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struggle was long and severe : and at ot>ei, time 
the poor kerapls salary wa^s taxed to the exteift 

it 

of Rs. 100 a month to meet the deficit in income, 

f 

He. bore the ordeal with heroic courage, which 
was at last rewarded by the pecuniary suc- 
c*s of his venture. His untimely death, how- 
ever, robbed his family of the ,beneSt they 
m^ght have derived from a fine literyy pro- 

i-T Q • 

perty. Babu Kahprasanna*Singha, the Bengali 
translator of the Mahabharata^ purchased the 
paper from the execators, and satisfied the 
claim of the benamdar by a tnfling solatium. 

In the course of i860, Dr. Mqpkerjee wrote 
a pamphlet containing a powerful indictment 
of, the policy of Mr. James* WilsoA who had 

c • 

been sent ouj to Irestore equilibrium l(f the^ 
shattered finances of the Empire. One 0/ his 
expedients,for refilling the exchequer was the 
cordially-hated Income Tax, which violates 
nearly all the essentials laid down by econo- 
mists as those of an equitable assessment. Nor 
is its author^lone attacked. The then Viccrov 
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Lord Coming, comes in for a share'of invec- 
' live which would be impossible in these de- 
corous days. The history of hts selection as 
Viceroy is told, I believe, for the* first time, 
thus : — " The, Prime Minister, of England ex- 
ercises an almost divine prerogative id in^u- 
encing by a ^single choice the fortunes of two 
hundred millions of his fellow creatures. P«o- 
pie, however, come, to entertain very lo\t ideas 
of the ministerial Ifense of responsibility why 
they learn what considerations lead to the 
choice of Governor-Genwal. One is a cousin 
to be provided for ; another is better abroad ; 
and as for Uboi, he was a fine fellow at College. 
It isprepoited that when Lord Palmerston was 
asIgeU the *sort of ‘ mute ♦inglorious Miltonism* 
which hij penetrating vision discerned in Lord 
Cahnlng to entitle him to his present appoint- 
ment, he naively exclairtied , — * -/th, well, well, 
his father was the first man who gave me a 
place in tj^e Cfabinet and — / ” The pamphlet- 
eer's views have much of the •crudeness of 
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youth aboyt them. He lays down the y'uism 
that Government is but question of rupees# 
annas and pice/ and that it must be judged by 
the practical success of its financial measures. 
But he, goes on, to argue that tjje obnoxious 
impostls opposed to the spirit of the Queen’s 
Proclamation ; that taxation of all kinds impli- 
es popular representation. He did not reflect 
that the times weie ftot propitious for experi- 
R^ents in the art of ruling. fThe India of 1858 
had but just emerged from a civil war which 
had drenched her fairest provinces with blood : 
and her maladies needed firm as well as sym- 
pathetic treatment. De TocqueviMe sounds a 
note of wholesome warning when ha remarks 
that there is no period so fraught with danger 
to a bad Government as tlfat in whiciijt enters 
on a course of attempted reform. The evehts 
of 1857 showSd that ours then came within the 
category. 

The new proprietor of the Bind^ PtOnot 
was« youthfi^ millionarie with generous— too 
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gener^us-.>instincts. Dr. Mookerjee vainly 

o 

sstrove to avert the ruin foreshadowed by his 
employer’s extravagance : and when he found 
that his own reputation woqld be® sullied by 
further association with a spendthrift, he430ught 
another sphere of work. He finally "Closed 
with an offer made him by Babu Dakhina Ran- 

<9 

jan Mookerjee, who, after a chequered career, 

o ' 0 

had established himself as a landowner in Oudh, 
to proceed to Lu^now as Secretary of the 
brand-new Taluqdars’ Association. Under the 
auspices of that body h§ edited a weekly jour- 
nal in English called Sawachar ffindustanif in 
opposition 0> - a local Anglo-Indian journal 
editad by a bitter opponent of the Taluq- 
dar^., MoSkerjee soon showed that he car- 
ried too many guna for his antagonist. The 
latCer's paper collapsed and he beat a re- 
treat ; while Mookerjee was haiis 5 as a deli- 
.verer by the Taluqdars trembling for their 
new statu|^ K was while editing the Safttaekar 
that Mookerjee- had ^xquent pas- 
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sages at ‘arms with Dr. D. B. Smith wlp was 
then in charge of a little paper calle^d The Hillt 
issued from IVfussooree. In these encounters 
Mookerjee proved his resourcefulness and abi- 
lity foB controvarsy. From Lucl^ow he also 
sent contributions to the Hindoo Patriot which 
was under the charge of his friend Rai Kristo- 
da» Pal Bahadur. During his stay there he 

ft • 

took tessons froni^ that sv^eet singer Miah 
Amir Ali, grandson of the Amous Shori Miah, 
the Verdi of Hindustani music. Throughout 
his life he cherished a passionate love* for that 
beautiful art, ’which satisfied the cravings of his 

o 

emotional nature. Goethe has laid ®own as the 
three essentials of culture that a man must nftver 
spend a day withoui listening to good music, 
gazing on a splendid picture, orconvefsjng with 
a lovely woman. The first, and perhaps the 

ft 

last, are difficult buf not impossible of attain- 
ment in India j but the second, appreciation of . 
which evidences a far higher degree refine- 
ment, is uttq-ly beyond the reach of Indian 
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yout]*. A' Government which disposed of scores 
f)f millions* hardly .possesses a single picture 
worthy of study. Mookerjee’s* enjoyment of 
music was intense. It is related of ^im that a 
few .years hefbre his death ‘he was a guest at 
one of those splfendid entertainments given, by 
the great ^louses of Calcutta to celebrate the 

Durga Puja. Ravished by the melody pro- 

« • 

duced by the beit artisls •of our day,^e was 
called back to a sordid world by the ill-timfd 
chattering of a man wtio, a millionaire like tfce 
host, began pratjng of •the subject nearest and 
dearest to him — money. The Dbitor withered 
his interlofutor with a glance and stalked ott 

of ^he hull in dii^ust. 

* • 

•We have seen how M(X)kerj6e^s caprice and 
distaste** Tor routin? led him into the cardinal 
error of changing his profession. The same 
defects militated against liis success as an em- 
ploy^. It is, indeed, difficult to conceive a 
nature less pliable than his, less prone to sub- 
ject his own will to the whim of a n&ster. 
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Service, the old proverb hath it, is nO inli.erit- 
ance: but it has the imtyense advantage of 
disciplining thd mind and teaching a lesson 
which Mootcerjee was fated never to learn — 
self-control. In 1664 he was introduced by his 
clo%s fnend the Nawab Abdbol Luteef Baha- 
'door to the Nawab Nazim of Bengal who 
stilhkept up, a semblance of majesty* on very 
inadequate resourCes* at Murshidabad. The 
N^zim had fallen out with hi? Dewan, and was 
s®§hing to replace him« Mookerjee’s evident 
culture and his distinguished manners caught 

» I became inflmate witb this unfortunaic Prince 
while I was officiaring as Magistrate of Mtf^sbidabad in 
1883. He was always preceded in hie walks abroad •by 
a Chobdar who proqiaimed^his style and title/ in a lotjd 
voice, a ceremony, by the way, w|»icb was adopted by an 
Anglo-Indian of high official rank as lately as 1825. 
The Nazim Mans^ir Aii was^ a loveable and accompli- 
shed man : and more than one of his sons would have 
gained distinction but for their birth in^ a threadbare 
purple. Those who knew and still lament po«r Sultan 
Sabeb*wtlt agree with me. 
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•his fancy ; and he appointed him. l*olitical 

f ' 

Adviser and soon afterwards Dewan. Here 

t a 

Mookerjee found Bimself in vortex of a 
whirlpool of intrigue. The discarded minister 
had a strong following among^ the’ amlq / and 

o 

every action of his, successor was misrepresented. 
He failed, too, in the caution necessary in so 
ticklish an office. Drastic changes were carried 
into effect which raised a aes^ of hoVnets# about 
his ears. Amongst>them was a reduction in the 
perquisites of the eunuchs — a class which wields 

o * 

immense, if occult, influence in an Oriental Court. 
Echoes of the in*tense irritation that resulted 
reached Mogtcerjee’s father, then grievously iy 
at l^aranagore, who sent a nephew with strict 

injunctions to bring his too dar^g son home at 

• • ® 

any cost. ^^The young Dewan, hbwever, stuck to 
his.gvns, for a retreat would have given his foes 
cause to rejoice. More active measures on their 
part followed. Mookerjee’s house was beset by 

• 

a gang of nrffians : and but for the timely 
arrivali of the Police, he would ha^e suffered the 
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gravest Indignities. Then the law was prostitut-* 
ed to serve private spite. A false information 
was given to tlje District Magistrate, the late 
Mr. W. L. jfieeley, to the effect that the Dewan 

had misappropriated state papers: and thejoint- 

• « « , 
Magistrate of Murshidabad city was induced 

to attempt a search of his house. The ofScial 

was met on the threshold by Mdokerjee, who 

begge^ a hearing ere^ unmerited disgrace ‘should 

be inflicted on him. A parley ensued : and the 

j^Iagistrate was inclined to believe that the story 

told him was false. The band of accusers, how- 

ever, were urgent in repeatiri^ their calumnies. 

He was hesitating when an exprejgs came from 

Mr. Heeley directing an immediate suspension 

of proceedings. His enemies were baffled ; but 

® «> a » 

the too ardent reformer^ was not destined to 
trouble them much longer. He was summoned 
to Calcutta to perfortp his father’s funeral rites 
and returned no more to the scene of his first 
essay in administration. A suit was afterwards 
bro.ught against him by the Naib Dewan, 
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’claiming damages for the alleged loss of.docu' 
^ent9*confided to his care. A move which might 
have been his* ruin Redounded to ^fs advantage. 
Not only did he succeed in proving to the court 

the groundlessness of the charge, but lie estab- 

• * 

Jished a counter-claim for a large sum d^e as 
pay and commission for purchases made in Cal- 
cutta, which was recovered from the plaintiff. 

Mool^erjee’s day-dreams Qf §jJory to* be a<;quftr- 
ed in the sphere of politics ended, he was fain 
to return to the Hindoo Patriot. Among re- 
^views written by him at*this period were those 
on Sir William ’Hunter's Annal^ of Rural 
Bengal, a woi^ which at once placed its young 
autjjor in the foremost rank bf men of letter?. 
His discrimination and wide reading eminently 
fftted him to shine as a reviewer : and he had 
the .1‘arest of qualities — that of withholding 
praise where none was cbie. But ’his love of 

change was incessantly spurring him to seek 
• 

new fields of Jabour. He was offered the head- 
mastership of the Calcutta Training Acadenjy : 
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and after some hesitation accepted it.^ The 
•• * 

twice-boiled cabbage,” as Juvenal calFs it, 

the school-rbpm was even less to his taste than 
the drudgery of office : and his career as a 
dominie was a J)nef one. It was not without a 
beneilcial influence on his. development ; for 
\fhile residing at the Hindu Hostel as Pridfcipal 
he became the centre of a coterie which includ- 

# e * 

ed the fine flowec of the Ijidian intellect of the 
day. Amongst them wer^ Babus Krishna Ka- 
mal Bhattacharjya, now Principal of the Ripon 
College ; Syama Charan Ganguli, who fills 
similar functions in the Uttarpara institution ; 
Dwarka Nath Mitter, the most ledlnied and un- 
spoiled of Indian Judges; Syam% Cbaran 
Dey, greatest tiof Ir^ian Accountants; andjthe 
late Ashuto^ Mookerjge, the »6rst Prem- 
chand-Raychand Scholar. These- antf 6ther 
lesser liglits^of that generation met r^ularly 
at Mookerjee’s quarters and beguiled the hou^s 
of night by discussing Fichte,* Q^mte and 
Sahop«Qhaue]:< 
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But the charms of these symposia vfere far 
ift>m making ^amends for the irksomeness of a 
difficult and thankless profession.* In 1868 he 
fell in readily with advice given by lys friend 
NatWab Abdool, Luteef Bahadoer to accept an 

offer of the post of Secretary made bjf the 

• 

Raja Sheoraj^ Singh of Kashipur. His new 
employer had recently obtained a^ seat on 
the Viceregal Legislative Cotinffil : and, being a 
noble of the old school, found his ignorance of 
English a serious obstacle in that august 
assembly. Mookerjee was engaged to be his 
“ ghost,” in modern literary slang, &hd accom- 
panied him t& Kashipur. The Raja’s servants 
had celebrated their master’s approaching re- 
turn -by a great hunting axpedftion, in the 

«r • 

course of vvirich theyjaid a mighty boar low. 
The firs't sight that met the formas eyes on 
entering his palace was the dead monster laid 
oi)t for his inspection, surrounded by a group 
of exultaiy: sJUkaris. Overjoyed at the happy 
jsinea, be ordered the aoUe' quarry to 
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I ' "* ' 

divided,, and sent a goodly portion of the;»meat 
to his new Secretary. Mookerjee^ found Himsrt^ 
in a dilemma^ As became a staunch Brahman, 
he was a^, vegetarian : while a strict adherence 
to his tenets would cause offence^ to his patron. 
The •dread of losing caste* prevailed ; and he 
sent back the obnoxious haunch. The Raja 
strove hard to conquer Mookerjee’s scruples : 
and* even assefnbled Pgndits to decide the 
knotty point. Their verdict was to the effect 
that’ wild boar's flesh ^as not tabooed by the 
Shastras. But Mookerjee, though convinced 
against hii^ will," still respectfully declined the 
present. It*is to the Raja's credi^that he show- 
ed no resentment at this display of independ- 
ence ; arrd Warmly recommendeef bis « sturdy 
follower to the notice of the Nawab.,of Rampur 
who needed a Personal Assistant. Mookerjee 
was Invited to Ranipur and soon gained great 
nfluence over the chief — so great, indeed, that' 
:he jealousy of the leading ‘courtiers was 
:^oke4- Unable to tolerate a Hindu in a posi- 



DISINTERESTED FRIENDSHIP. 35 


tion oi •trust about their sovereign, they intri- 
gued hard t(f present his final #ind formal 
appointment to the vacant post. The outcome 
was delay and excuses ; and when the* Naw^b 
made a definite offer to Mookerjee, it •was 
clogged with the condition that he should give 
up all relations with a brother of whom the 
chief was intensely jealous. Now a friendship, 
dating from his stay-in Murshidabad, united 
Mookerjee to this scion of the Rampur House. 
►He nobly teflised to sacrifice if to a piuspect 

of wordly advantage, and left the Rampur 

• • 

territories. While making arrangements for a 

• . 

tour in the Upper' Provinces which would have 

embfticed • Jaipur and probably changed the 

* • • * 

current of his life, he was recalj^ed to Calcutta 

» • . • 

by tbe.news of his wife ’9 serious _ illness. As I 
have already related, the issue wa^ long and 
doubtful : but skilful medical help* and her 
husband’s unceasing devotion at length restored 
her to her Samily.* In the intervals of watching 
at the invalid’s beside hel found thne to edit a 
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• < 

Magazipe * which bore his name and had a very 

fair circulation until merged innhe larger veft* 
ture of Reis and Rayyet. Nor was the Hindoo Pat- 
riot, the arena of his early journalistic efforts, 
forgotten. In Its columns appeared a biogra- 
j>hy*of that curious phenomenon, the Begum 
Scfcandra of Bhopal, which has profound in- 
« ♦ The fir^t series extended from February to June 

3^61, altogether five numbers, ^he second ran from July 
1S72 to December 1876, ten niTmbers bejng issued every 

The celebrated Baroda YWlo?/ B )ok” belonged 
^ < 
.10 this series. It was a scathing attack on the abortive 

attempt to j^idge the unfortunate ruler Mulhar Rao by 

a council of his peers. When it came^out, it created 

a great sensation. Lord Northbrook admired it highly 

# 

although it was an unsparing criticism of^- his pr<fbeed- 
ings towards Mulhar TRao. For a long time it.was 
believed to be the production of Mr. Monfriou, then 
prominent member of the Calcutta bar. The ability 
displayed appeared sogrtat that those who did not know 
Mookerjee well could not believe that a native could^ 
write so vigorously and show so complete a mastery of 
the details of crimiDat law, of lAdian politidh and of the 
intrigues of native courts 
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• , 

terest for those who advocate the fullest play for 

«K}inan’s faculties. The most conservative must 

admit that when an Indian femdle has been 

vested with power, she has generally* used it 

• 

to greater advantage than the majority of 
rulers belonging to ‘ the stronger sex as it is 
called. • 

The law always exercised a strange fascina-, 

• • • 

tion on Mookerjee. ^e have already seen that 
■ he was unable to endure the long probationi 
> required by the attorney's profession. As the 
attainment of the ^status of Pleader made no 
such demands on his patience, he 'appeared at 
the annual examination at Allahabad, but a 
sevdte attaq^ of asthiha cut short his efforts as 
a candidate. He was soon* recaHed to Calcutta 
to preside’ at his daughter’s marriage ; and did 
not return to the capital of the Notth-Western 
Provinces. During the next year *or two he 
was absorbed in press work , but the nomad 
apirit finally became t<k> strong for resistance. 
In the winter of 1876 he Irolted on His High- 
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C 

ness *t^>e Maharaja of Jaipur,* who w%s on 

a visit to Calcutta, and a friendship" beg^ik 

• • 

which is cilsditable to the memory of both. 
Soon af^rwards he noticed an advertisement 
in the Indian Daily News announcing the 
* Maharaja Ram Sing of Jaipur was a sincere ad> 
mirer of talent. He had heard of Mookerjee many 

years previously. As one of the Commissioners selected 

• • 

by L^rd Northbrofdc A)r trying Mulhar Rao on the 
accusation of Colonel Phayre, #he Maharaja had per- 
^sonai interest in the Baroda number of Mookerje^s 
Magauine, He had htar^ that the book was a very^ 
able impeachment of Lord Northi>rook’8 Baroda policy 
and that many new arguments were addressed to the 
reader bringingf out the innocence of Mulhar Rao. The 
whole question, again, of the rAations of^the mitive 
chiefs to the Paramount Power was discussed foi* the 
first time by afi Indian ^scholar of 
was thoroughly conversant with everything publi'shed 
on that topfb. Maharaja Ram Sing, it is said, caused 
the book to be translated into Urdu and read to 
him. Having mastered its contents in this way,' lie 
formed a very high idee of tke el^ittes oib Mooketjee. 
Tbd verf next liipe bt|ce«if lo Cakiuuet be seet 
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Mah^rgija of Hill TIppera’s desire _td ap- 
4«>int -a successor to his minister Babu Nil- 

O • 

moni Das. He immediately submitted an ap- 
plication, of which he heard nothing fpr many 

months. Then* came an autograph letter 

■ - ■ - - - . - - » 

his trusted adviser Babu Kanti Chandra Mookerjee 

a 

to see our Do<;tor and arrange an interview. Babu 
Kanti Chandra had at one time been a teacher in the 
Janai school and was w^l knowif toeMookerjee’s (fiend, 
the lamented Babu Jaidu Nath Ghose of the Seals’ 
Free College of Calcutta, “ the Arnold of India/’ ajf 
Kristodas Pal used to call him. With Babu Jadu Katb| 
Kanti Chandra came to Dr. Mookerjee and arrange 
ed the much-desired interview. The Dolctor was receiv- 
ed with great cordiality by Maharaja Ram Sing. His 
polished conversation^ h re thorough command of UrdU| 
and* the range of bis information, eit once struck his 
illustrious jiftst, who was^no mean® judge of human 
natur^ The impression made by him on the Ma- 
haraja created deep jealousy^ among certain officials 
of Jaipur. When he next went to visit the Maharaja 
he*was kept watting for a tong time in the hope that he 
would feel ^nnuyetf and go away. But the old official 
nl the Niiamat knew tnoulb of the* ways of native 
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from* Maharaja which announced, re- 
ceipt but enquired the reason ofathe inordinaA^ 
• ® 

delay in forwarding it Mookerjee saw that 
his lett^ had been detained owing to palace 
inlri|jues : andf acting under His Highness’s 
courls to attach much importance to these tactics. He 
waited and at last the Ittala (information) had to be 
sent. When the Maharaja met him, the usual polite 
'enquiries were exchsin^d. Dr^ Mookerjee informed his 
host of what had happened. The Maharaja called bis su* 
peripr officials and attendants^ and warned them serious^ 
ly, saying that Dr. Mookerjee had not come of his own 
aceord, but that he was an invited and honoured guest. 
If, after the warning, anybody dared to delay in sending 
the Ittala^ the Maharaja knew bow to behave towards 
him. With many apologies fof the rudeqess oi his 
servants, the Mahnraja dismissed Mookerjee earlihr than 

he had wished. The latter, before bis dcpparture, todk 

© • 

care to imprese upon one official in particular that' his 
jealousy was sauseless, fojr be had not the remotest wish 
to supplant *him, or, indeed, to enter the Maharaja’s 
service. The Prince soon afterwards died to the gi'eat 
legretof all who admired stateamaBliiM qsalitiea tn b 
N oth by Babn KiSui Moban GasgtiU. 
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advii^, he sent a second application which* was 
immediately complied with. He was appointed 
Minister of Hill Tippera on a salaiy of Rs. 500 
per mensem with a residence and variqus other 
perquisites probably amounting to as much 
more in value. In December 1877 proceeded 
to his new sphere of action. It was one even 
less suited to a man of his tastes than Murshi- 

9 0 

dabad had been. ‘Bhere He ^ad been within 
easy reach of. the capital, at a court still retain-, 
ing some of the amenities which had distin- 
guished it while it§ mastef ruled Bengal, Behar 
and ‘Orissa. Tippera was a congdries of low 
hills clad wilh* trackless jungle, ‘then bn the 
eastemmpst confinbs of" British territory. The 

o 

Maharaja was a (nan of^ culflire and even 
* • a 

erudition \ but his sonsowere still boys and the 

rest of his family plunged in pristine barbarism. 

Society, so far as it existe<} at all atHhe capital, 

Agfartala, was in the same plight Mookerjee 

was cut ojf fronf the cheerful ways of man as 

completely as Ovid, tha| sweetest, singer of the 




THE WATER QUESTION. 


Augtistan age, when banished by imperial 

jealousy to the shores of the Black Sea. IfcE 

• © 

was his outlook, from an official point of view, 
more premising. The little state was torn by 
dissensions awsing from the • Great Water 

o 

Qu^tion,” as it was called. ’ Like the rulers of 
'most of our hill territories, tha Maharaja was 
fully persuaded that he was of pure Kshatriya 
stock, a desceriHant of tfie Lunar race ; but 
.many good Hindus believed as firmly that, 
alliances in the past ^ith non- Aryan mount- 
aineers have suilled the purjty of his descent. 
Such sceptfcs declined to take water from his 
hands, though no Brahman wbi^d scruple to 
accept a d*’aught from a genhine mem^r ofi the 

o 

warriour casts. Others were less scrupulous : 
and in process of tim# this shibVoleth was 
extracted from all candidates from office. The 
Maharaja never reflected that a man capable 
of sacrificing his religious prejudices to wordly 
profit* was not likely to be a trusty jervant or 


* The iutitntioa of mfiaarchr has its adtrantaass : 
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a disinterested adviser. Hence, bad counsels* pre- 

veliied : the palace became a hot-bed of intrigues : 

® • 

and greater importance was attacHfed to hood- 
winking the European political Age^it than 

♦ 

executing indispensable reforms. Mookerjee 
found his endeavours for the public good 

• 

constantly thwarted by unseen influences. An 
estrangement from his master followed, due in^ 
part to the latter’s \veakness,‘*but also, it liiust 
be admitted, to Mookerjee’s pride and thati; 
excessive sensitiveness which anticipates a slight. 
Things came to acjimax ih October 1879 ; when 

he learnt that a sanhedrim of Pandits from 

; 

but honourable men must doubt whether they are not 

V- 

couwterba^nced by tfie debauchery of public morals 

causbd^by certain of its pleases.® It a^ears to be ad- 

niitted that^any man has a right to bSrter his religion 
o 

for a throne. Henry IV. of France did so, and his 
pithy excuse ** Paris Js well woijth a mass is quoted in 
his extenuation by good Protestants. His example 
hae been repeatedly followed, notably by the father of 
the king gf the fielf Ians, and by the preieitt Csarina 
oli^ theRnssiass 
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RESIGNS HIS POST. 


Eastern Bengal was being secretly plaMn«d in 

view of obtaining an authoritative recognitidm 

of the Maharaja’s claims. Not only was he 

offended at the evident want of confidence 
« 

in himself thas displayed, bflt he foresaw 
failure and disgrace involving all who were, or 
were presumed to be, advisers of • the Maharaja. 
He, therefore, resolved to abandon a false posi- 
tion*; and proclbded to Calcutta with a de- 
termination to return no more • to the Hill. 
Territory. To pursue this Tippera episode toc 
its close : the MahaVaja retained a profound 
sense of hlS minister’s intellectual powers and 
made more than one attempt to win him back. 
While on his way to Brindaban jn. l88if, he 
induced MooWferjee ’to accept the post of paid 
Adviser, on the understanding that * Calcutta, 
and not Agartala, should be his head-quarters. 
It is charaifteristic of my subject’s utter disregard 
for pelf that he took no effectual steps to obtain 
the salary attached to his offiie, though it was 
•egtluly provided forlin the state hudcwt. tho« 
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surrepdering nearly Rs. 20,CX30 in the agg/e^fate. 

itf 1885 I besame Magistrate of the British 

0 

district of Tippera and ex officio Political Agent 
of the Hill Territory. Like most of my^ collea- 
gues who have held that office I.strove hard to 
restore equilibrium to the finances and to raise 
the character of the administration. My efforts' 
were misrepresented by the “ reptile press and 
to my surprise I found Reis ^ and Rayyef—ai 
.which more anon — ranged on the side of brass-, 
, bound conservatism. Npw, I am impervious to 
anonymous press , attacks.* “ As the world 
educates men to become indifferent* to praise 
* Those wbo ^a&e delight in setting European* and 
natiws b)^ thS ears'are theNrorst enemies of tbeir 
country. If ai^ impression ii^ to he made on the 

J • 

dftate phalaoset of ignorance and superstition around 
ns, ifien of enlightenment of both communitiea must 
stand shoulder to shoulder. }t is impossible to ex* 
sggerate the mischief done to India by ^he want of 
chaTiiy and good feeling, the habitual misrepresenta- 
tions ijodulfid in t>ya certain section of the. native 
PfHi 
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and Censure, as neither perfection nor devption 
ensures its favour, misfortunes ensure its coiit 
tempt, success its envy and hate, the best course 
is to se^ the approval of one’s own conscience.” 
But the case, was different when I. saw a 

t 

maa whom I respected misled by persons 
Interested in the maintenance o£ gross abuses. 
I, therefore, gave Mookerjee a candid account 
of the facts on^ wnich my action had been 
phased. He replied in a conciliatory strain, and. 
animadversions iq his«.paper ceased. I deeply ( 
regret not having preserved Jhe Correspondence 
which passed between us. Mookerjee’s private 
letters, like his literary work, have a distinct 
flavour of their own, — and I hever knevv a more 
complete illustration of the saying “a*m’a/i’s 
style is himseli^’ 

On Mookerjee’s return to civilization he was 
named by ihe Chief Justice of Bengal a mem- 
ber of a Commission appointed for the partition 
of the estates of the Rani Rashtnani. enter- 
ed on these ,functioi| with zest : for, be bad 
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knowjj the deceased lady ; and had qualified her 
gs/‘a remarkable woman whp, as*, one of the 
greatest land-owners in this country, a she- 
Croesus of Calcutta, had managed to foil the 
eagles of the period.** Alas ! her property, 
governed with consummate care dujjring her 
life-time, became the prey of less noble birds 
after her death. Amongst them — in a figur- 
ative sense, of couiwe — I ftiuSt include the legal 
tribe and the commissioners for the partition. 
This is always a tediqus process, and it, is not 
shortened by the system of remuneration adopt- 
ed by the High Court — a fae* of five gold 
mohurs to 'each commissioner for a sitting. 

• ' V 

lit i88? he founded the well known weekly 
pa^r Reis and Rayyet which* has always been 
'copspitiuous for literary finish'and generally for 
breadth of view. ® Here at length he found his 
proper place — an editorial chair Ifrom which he 
could deal with the topics day in his own 

peculiar vgin — the professor's, tempered with a 
certaia dry hiiQUHir. No weekly (npnodical, not 
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TRA VELS IN BENGALI 


even the Hindoo Patriot in the days of Kjisto- 
das Pal, enjoyed a degree of influence approacht 
ing that of* »Reis and Rayyet. It brought 
Mookerjee into confidential relations with the 
makhrs of chistory. Lord Dufferin, amongst 
others, was his constant correspondent. It 

, sobered his judgment, and deepened his sense 

« 

of responsibility. Finally, it anchored him to a 
position for which tee ^as especially fitted. 

The intervals between His editorial labours 
in 1883 were occupied jn the production of 
his Travels in E, Bengal-^^ rich^and fertile tract 
to which he -was bound by ties of ancestral 
sympathy. The book is rather pfolix and 
desultory : but it contains sdme \Yonderful 
pieces of word-painting. The reader is pepe- 
trated by the sul^tle influences of natrure as 
manifested in those Netherlands of Bengal. 
The skies lit up by silnsets of transcendant 
beauty or darkened by masses of rolling cloud ; 
the broad expanses of vivid green broken only 
by the.cluinps of graceful foliage aH^^maric 
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*the jealously-guarded penates of a wealthy 
p^santry ; thi. majestic rivers covered .with 
outlandish crafts wht)se pattern has not altered 
since Vikramaditya reigned and Manu laid 
down the law ; the swirl of the tall rice plants 
against one’s boat as it is vigorously impelled 
by the black bift comely gondoliers ; — all* come 
back to him who, possessing; local krtowlec|ge, 

a 

peruses this record of ^travel. Not less will he 

acknowledge the unfeigned goodness of heart 

which underlies an affected cynicism. In IVfay 

1884 he came prominently before the public in 

•a new capacity — that of after-dinner speaker. 

There are f^w faculties rarer than that which 

enables a mail to make a areditable display in 
• • • • ® ^ 
that character : and he showed that he possess* 

vd* it in a marked degree. I was present on the 

occasion — a publicVinner giv^n at the *Raja of 

Paikpara’s Calcutta mansion in honour of Mr. 

^oubert, the organizer of the International 

Exhibition of 1883, and was introduced to Dfv 
' a * 

Mookojee by my old friend Mr, W. H. Grim* 
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A FEAST OF REASON. 


ley, now Commissioner of Chota-Nagptir. Dr. 
Johnson ^ai'd of Burke that no one could spe^d 
five minutes in his company while sheltering 
himself from a shower under an archway with- 
out discovering that he was an extraordinary 
man. My experience of Mookerjee reminded 

c 

me of this remark. We were* neighbours at 
tsfble and I had^ aipple opportunity of observing 
him. He looked much pjder than his years athd 
his spare frame and deeply-lined* features gave 
one the idea of a *man long past his prime^. 
His face of the highest ‘Aryan -type, his eyes 
penetrating and luminous, while sedate humour* 
played round his mobile lips. We soon became 
absorbed in colloquy to the negl^t, I fe|r, of 
the banquet ^nd the other guests around us. 
The Doctor’s originality of mind was ,npt IfcsS? 
conspicuous than his memory. The first en- 
abled him to pour forth the quaintest criticisms 
of men and things : the second to illustrate* 
to . views by u flood of apt quotations. Th^e 
pfeoccupations did not prevent to*aoqttittii% 
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liitnsejf more than creditably as an orator. He 
i|istituted a fttasterly comparison .between the 
great Show on the eve of closing and its 
predecessors since 1851. Shortcomings were 
not concealed,* but due credit was givdh for the 
dauntless energy which triumphed over so 
many obstacles. “ India,” he said, ” had neither 
the soil nor the elasticity^ enjoyed* by j^ourig 
and vigorous communities ; but presented |he 
arid rocks and deserts of an effete civilization, 
hardly stirred to a sdmblance of life by a 

foreign occupationr dozing over its easily-gained 

• • 

advantages.” He was cheered to the echo ; 
and there were some present who regretted that 
gi(ts« so rare had not founc^ wider scope in his 
country’s service. 

'We. artf’ told that a nation’s Vitality may be 
measured by the ’ .igth of the interval between 
the attainment of full growth in the average 
•unit and the advent of old age. The longer 
thiSi perio^ of lusty prime, the more intense is 
the 'vitality of ri** vaca ; and when deca!b sets 
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BREAKING UP. 


in as soon as complete development is reached * 
the extinction of the race is withifl measurablg 
distance. Few, indeed, of^ the inhabitants of 
the Gangetic delta reach the span of seventy 
years, allotted by King David as* the extreme 
limit o£^ human life, but which now, thanks to 
physical education and the spread of sanitary 
knowledge,* is regarded as indicating the con- 
fitiQS merely of old age. Mx>okerjee, when our 

^ * o 

acquaintance began, was only 46 and looked 60. 
Three years later, in 1886, he showed unmistak- 

o 

able signs of breaking up. The attacks of his 

• C,| 

old foe, the asthma, became acuter and more 
frequent : and opium ceased to give* him com- 
plete relief. The time was one of fierce jou^^nal- 
istic activity: fo^ the third and last Burmese war 

was in progress and its events demanded .close 

© * 

vigilance. His attitude as regards the then 
Viceroy s policy was eminently characteristic 
Df his bent of mind. He'^ held in abhorrence 
anything savouring of greed and in^stice and 
regarded the invasion of King Theebaw's terri- 




A SERIOUS ILLNESS, 


S 3 


tories^ inevitable as we now know it to have 

O o , ♦ 

feed, with deep suspicion. But when he found 
that the reptile press” made the campaign a 
peg on which to hang disloyal attacks on *the 
British Government, he rallied to the side of 
order, and was the first among native journalists 
to declare his frank acceptance of established 
facts. The sedentajry habits^ engendered by 
early neglect and confirmed by the exigencfe^ 
of his profession impaired the elasticity of his 
constitution. In 1890 hfi was warned by a 
terrible attack of pneumonia that «the sands of 
his life were running out. It is to .the credit of 
his townsfolk of Bfiranagore that his seeming 
recoybry should have evok^ a f>ublic thanks* 
giving therq. Thenceforward he* was too evi- 
dently a broken ^an. Acute chest troubles 
followed the slightest chill or indiscretion in 

diet : and each attack left hijn permanently 

» 

weaker. It is to this cause that his death was 
directly dul. On the 26th January, 1894, he 
complained, on awajpiog, of difficulty of fireatbr 
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THE END, 


ing ; and .was alarmed by the absence ef the 
cough and mpectoration^ which had always 
given him relief. On the 2nd February fever 
supervened; and his life-long^ friend, Dr. 
Mahendra Lai Sircar, at once detected symp- 
toms of pneumonia. Throughout the phases of 
this most distressing malady his mind continued 

c 

clearand his judgment calip : and he was able 
to*dictate bulletins to his medical adviser, detail- 
ing each step of his progress towards the end. 
On the 6th February he sank into a state of 
nervous prostration, worn out by insomnia and 
struggling with his cruel foe. O* Wednesday 
4he 7th he woke apparently^ much*better ; but, 
alas, it was one of thpse fleeting Indian surflmers 
which deceive' those gathered round a bed of 
death! At three p. m., the^ final stage *set in. 
It was prolonged for nearly four hours : and 
then the laboiyed breathing stopped and the 
large heart was still for ever. 

•It is difiUcult for a European, hdbvever deep 
ins ^^pathies may be for |:1I his ieUoW<*ofeattir« 
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es bprn like him to sorrow, to comprehend the 

Inner- working of a nature so complex as 
• • . 

Sambhu Chunder Mookerjee\* The ground- 
work was, of course, his Hindu origin. He was 
not for nought the descendant of thirty genera- 
tions of high priests : and he consistently stood 
by his order. For the greater part of his life 
he rigidly abstained from animal food and even 
6sh. In the closing yeaos jpcreasfng weakness 
rendered a stimulating diet indispensable ; but 
it was adopted with the greatest reluctance, and 

in deference to his friends’ entreaties. His in- 

• 

herited prejudices were continuayy at war with 
those libera^ impulses which were the growth of 
a life-long devotion to letters. Thus he .^s 
alw^s ready to welcotne thqse of his coun- 
trymen who had outraged unenlightened 
e 

public opinion by crossing the seas ; and he 
once advised a friend, who consulted him 
^ to the readiest, method *of gaining noto- 
riety, to gisit Europe and . take his wife with 
him. Bttt aftm receiving a visit /rom one of 
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the " England returned ” he always ordered 
the hookahs used during the call to be emprt.ied| 
and cleaned, and everything polluted by his 
touch to be destroyed. In this struggle bet- 
ween* inbred conviction and acquired culture, 

the latter was, on the whole, victorious. His 

# 

^ entire life was a protest against that foolish 
and, indeed, suicidal doctrine which lays down 
that th^ere is* no exceHence of life or thought 
bejond the Hindu pale, .^ahonniedans were 
to be. found amongst his closest friends : and 
he would frequently expatiate on the contrast 
between the , exquisite courtesy of high-born 
followers of the Prophet and the^thinly-dis- 
g^lsed barbarism of so many “ educated ” 
Hindus. The Jate Nawab Abdogl Lait^ef 
Bahadur, who in good breeding could have 
given points to Lord Chestwfield, was one. of 
his inseparaUes. On 9ne occasion they stood 
together as leaders of a distinctly Mahomedan 
movement During the last Russ^Turkish 
war,^the Nau^ab organized a public meeting for 
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the purpose of congratulating the Turks on 
•thefr' early successes at Plevna. Sit Richard 

o * 

Temple, then Lieutenant-Gose'rnor, regarded 
the demonstration as one likely to offend 
Muscovite susceptibilities, and fbrbad'e it. 
Mookerjee was .appealed to by the aggrieved 
Mahomedans : and he advised an appeal being, 

o * 

made to higher influences. This was done : the 

inhibition was removed and the meeting ^uly 

© 

held. He prompriy sent a copy of the j^o- 
ceedings to the Premier, Lord Beaconsfield, 

o 

and received a letter coi\veying his acknowledg- 
ments. The same breadth of nysntal vision led 
him to distrust the so-called " n%]tional ” move- 
ment which aims at teaching men to swim 
out going into the water, fje regarded the 

i«».‘ • 

Congress |ind all its works as premature and as 
inspired by ignorance of mankind. Still colder 
was his sympathy for that foolish and danger- 
ous agitation ostensibly directed at the conser- 
vation of 4^6 cow. His attitude here was not 
due to . any disregard Ibr the interests 0/ the 
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LOVE OF JUSTICE. 


brute creation, but to an acquaintance with the 
secret springs which move^ the wjre-pullers* 
He was a firm* friend to English rule because 
his instincts told him that it was not only the 
best but th^ only possible rule ; and because it 
was trsKisparently inspired by a deep sense 
•of justice. Justice, indeed, was far more really 
his god than any of the divinities of his 
Pantheon. His gorge ^ose at ^a tale of wrong: 
*an^ thus his impulsive naturofoften led him to 
pour forth unmeasured diatribes on men and 
measures which calm reflection showed him to 
be in no way. deserving of censure. His ac- 
quiescence in the politically inevitabii^ did not 
fPiWi^ate against a becoming racial prtde. 
Mookerjee uncenscionsly plagiarizesi 
George the Thirfl’s utterance on a tnemorable 
occasion, and gloried in the name of Bengali.* 

o 

He always fired up when his countrynten were 
traduced, as they often are, by critics who are 

* His Majssty publicly declared at the ouShet of bis 
reign lhat be “ gloried in the aame of Briton.* 
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confent to take their opinions secondhand.* 

® ’ * • 

With aristocratic tastes and a, love of sump- 
tuous surroundings — Mookerjee’s library was 
one of the best in India — his heart went oat to 
fellow-creatures less fortunately placed. He felt 
as keenly as Cicero did the brotherhood®of man. 
It is told of him that while waiting one day in 
his carriage at the door ^pf a Chowrjngbee 
mansion, he was a<acosted by a degraded speci- 
men of thie genus ** loafer,” with the usual 

o 

whining plea for charit>^ After complying, he 
entered into an earnest conversation with the 
“ mean wh^te ” and learnt, as he told a friend, 

wr ^ 

* Sir F. Mount, ^ once Inspector-General of 

wl]f»se e^pp^rience bad been niostly ^ the residuum,* told 

tlv» London Statistical Society in 91967 that he ** was 

one Qf those who considered that, in the matter of truth 
o 

and honesty, the Bengalis were neither better nor 

♦ 

worse than many nations boasting of a higher civitisa- 
tion and a purer faith ; and tb«lt they in no degree 
merited the wholesale condemnation erlth which they 
were gendf&lly visited by those who wrote and lalked 
much hot really knew very little of them.” 
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CURIOSITY. 


much curious information as to the ways of ithe 
* ® 
class of which he would otherwise have been 

ignorant* In his morning walks he used often 

to stop and chat with the Municipal sweepers, 

fi 

* 1 was once told a story of failuYe in a similar quest 

by a greaVpainter. He was commanded to dine and 

« 

sleep at Windsor Castle, and entered the royal abode 

valet*ie|s ancf carryi^ Jiiis own carpet bag. Shown 

into bis bedroom, he knelt down. to unpack his belong- 
c* * 

ings, leaving the door open. Whfle thus engaged, he 

was accosted by a flunkey, ^gorgeous in red and gold, 

who ** supposed he was th^lu painter-chap’s man,’' and 

invited to “ cohve down to the servants* hall, where he 

would be put up. to the ways of the placed’ He gladly 

o 

a^^ted, when who should pass friend the 

Marfibtoness of Ely 1 “Why, my dear Sir •JE^,” fhe 

said, I had no i^ea we were to have you so soonj” 

While conversing with her ladyship he glanced* at jpoor 

© 

** Jeames,” and^ could not avoid laughing at his open- 
inouthed distress. After she had sailed on, he received 
next the abject apoloyes, which he accepted with great 
b 0 $th 0 $fti€^ and reminded bis interlocutor of bis promise 
to ** put him up to the ways of the place:” Oh no, 
Sir,” was the reply, I could not think of doing so.” 
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■■■ 

questioning them as to their caste and social 
[Customs. Oh one occasion he engaged in a 
discussion with a palki-bearer whose acuteness 
had often attracted his attention. So •high 
rose the tide of argument that^the time 
slipped by and the cook’s summons sup- 
per was disregarded. A friend who had been 
invited to spend the ev^ing with hinq was 
in high dudgeon |t the delay, and receded 
his excuses with bad grace. His servants 

were treated as humble friends; and their 

• 

comfort deemed of higher importance than his 

own. Thus he never had a lamp burning in 

his room aV night, for trimming and repleni^^ 

ing^with^ojl would have needed,, constant oat- 

tention. When a servant had, retired to rest 

iTe w^ niver disturbed on any pretext Mook- 

er|«e wrtlrirt^n such oc^ions, attend to the 

kfo^ahs himself and bring anything needed for 

• * 

t^e comfort of guests .with his own bands* His 
regard the interests of friends knew^ no 
bounds. His time, brains and ^nooey were 
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SCORN FOR MONEY. 


equally at their call. So difficult did he*Jind 
it to say tio,’’ that he often escap*ed importu-' 
nity by concealing himself. This prodigality 
in well-doing seriously crippled his resources, 
and prevented his making anything like the 
provision for his family which is every day ef- 
fected by men without a tithe oT his mental 
gifts, ^but also without a tithe of his milk of 
huipan kindness. Towards |he close of his life 
Mookerjee was often tormented by doubts as to 

whether he had not shown an excessive degree 

• 

of altruism. _On one occasion, when hard-press- 
ed by the necessity of providing for a daughter’s 

1 o 

n^arriage expenses, he bethought diim of a 
friend, who had long owed him a cqpsiderabble 

. • . • •* a ■ 

sum ; and whiles hinting at the necessity of fe- 
payment, he remarked that he had at last Coqn^ 

C 

out that a man’s best ally was tbf " almighty' 
dollar.” It was a high-minded contempt fqjr 
sordid questions of pro6t that gave him that 
sturdy independence, perhaps, his Bo^l«it trait. 
He was as ioforruptible as Andrew Manreli, ec, 
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m 

•Carlj^le’s “ sea-green ” Robespierre. Rank as 
,well as wealth might have been his ;• and the 
first was repeatedly pressed on him. " He spurn- 
ed both : preferring, as did an Irish member of 
Parliament of the last century, “ to^tand well 

with himself.”* A Latin poet has given us a 

<• 

never-failing recipe for gaining the regard of 

others, — “ Love that you may be loved.” Mook- 

erjee’s unselfishness giet with a rich reward*; /or 

no modern man of letters ever had a wide« 

circle of devoted friend# than he. He was the 

• 

centre of a group of admiring youths^ attracted 

to him quit^ as much by his wa*rmth of heart 

as by the rkh stores of learning and observation 
1 

%Tbis wfts Richard Lovell Edgeworth of Eclgeworl 

* • • 

town, father of the welLknown novelist. When the 
W^idh of England and Ireland was being prepared for, 
he was approached one of Lord CastlereaghU spies 
in view of securing his voti? and interest for the minis- 
terial side. An immense sum of m^ney was offered as 
a ^\r\|be for the betrayal of his country. He refused it, 
tht^dfh in^swrf straits, preferring, at he said, to stand 
mtlflteh Uihftlff ta keep hit own afif-raspkcL 
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LOVE OF ANIMALS. 


which he poured forth to a congenial audience.* 
^ « 

Nor was' his charity confined to his own specie^ 

Unmeasureci were his denunciations of that 

passive cruelty which suffers our worn-out 

drudges tfc die of slow starvation. When in 

his daily walks he met a wretched bullock with 

salient ribs, rough-coat and lack-lustre eye 

telling of desertion and friendlessness, he al- 

W5^y§ sent it to the Sodp^^r Pinjrapole. Like 

Doctor Johnson, of whose portrait as graved 

deeply by Boswell he reminded one, he was an 

ardent admirer of “ the harmless, necessary cat.” 

His feline pets* were often a dozei^ or more in 


♦ “ My dear Hem Chunder,” hc^ writes on the 20U1 
j^einber, 1887,—“ P«or Kilay Khan, my gitind Bigigal 

• A 9 ^ 

Tommy, i$ dead, 1 aon’t know why or how. Could you 
come and help me to find out by dissection? He*wSff< 
in splendid condition yesterday ;®but he did not enter 
appearance at tlie Cats* Dinher early this morning ; nor 
later, at 2 A.M., whjn I had my own meal, did he bear 
me company as usual. At daybreak be was found 4 «ad 

viotonce 

on bis p^of body. You may reman^itr fCilay Ubim, 


in the yard. 1 see no blood or other maths^ 
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number ; and each had its recognised place in 
Jus sanctum. The quarrels and jealousies of a 
specially privileged *dog and monkey "were sub- 
jects of infinite amusement for his friends during 

• 

his banishment to Eastern Bengal. When they 
were perforce left behind at Narainganj.on his 

return journey to Calcutta, he presented the 
boatman who undertook to convey them back 

0 3 * 

to Dacca with a warm^ overcoat as an induce- 
ment to show them every consideration. 

Mookerjee’s goodness* of heart was largely 
the result of the preponderance of the emotional 
in his nature. The same characteristic was 

evinced in h^ intense appreciation of poetry. 

« 

His ifind was a storehouse of verlial melodjs^ 
as the black cat, who throve so glcTriously. He was, 
Meed, a grand specimen of the native production, and 
would be worth staffing^for a museum. I am sorry for 
the poor creature, whom 1 I5ved the more in order to 
make up for the harshness of others, t^ho despised him 
'*becaiiM he was black ; and they said be was ugly*-* 
which[astw|idar from being the case— and persecuted 
him becauae he wet not as wise as we ar^” 
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aad he was never so happy as when drinking 

• • * 

in inspfration from his favourite bards. .Byrm\ 
was the cliief. The wealA of imagery, the 
burning emotions, the unconquerable love of 
Uberty wliich find in his stanzas their fittest 
expression, fascinated my subject. During his 
stay in Tippera he used to sit up half the night 
absorbed in Childe Harold,” Once he was 
n\pfred so deeply by the^ beauty of the word- 
-painting as to wake up his friend Babu Kumad^ 
Nath Banerji and thunder forth the canto 
beginning : — 

1 stood In Venice, on the Bridge of <Sighs ; 

A palace and a prison on each hanc^: 

\ saw from out the wave her stracture^rise 
As from the sfroke ot the enchanter’s wand. 

The greatest of French flovelfsts, JHonore de 

Balzac, has said that a craving for posthumous 

fame is the passion of great spirits just as that , 

for cpmfort or affluence is the passion of medio** 

crijtifis. The man of genius who,, for his sins, 

© 

egtbraces calling of journalist is debarred 
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from, gratifying the last infirmity of nohle 

juirfds.” His works are written on sand, * Yhey 

• • * 

deal with ephemeral topics ; and they are 
clean forgotten before the broadsheets which 
give them to the world ar^ dry. The English 
cfeteggi^of anonymity is to blame for fhis 
absence of a powerful educer of all that Js best 
in a man : and thege are many who think’ that 
this drawback outweighs its admitted advantag- 
es. A youth who adopts thisdungrateful profes- 
sion m^ist accept the inevitable, and will be 
fortunate ifj by the time he is a. grey-headed 
drudge, his fame Is known to the brethren of 
the^quill and midnight oil. The great actor 
haS sa m^ose enviable lot. His triumphs are 
eqi^illy evanescent : but then he is sustained 
by the magnetism of applause, spurred to excel 
himself by the sympathy of his audience : while 
the traditions of His feats long surviv# him. 
Mookerjee was essentially a journalist; and* 
the fact places his biographer at some dis- 
advantage. For the gentle reader-plike Napo- 
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leoi\, when the name of a candidate for employ 
was submitted to him — asks “What has* he# 
done ?” 

It js necessary that I should gratify this very 

O 

^natural curiosity by ^rnis^ing extracts from the 
IJo?tor’s wo^-ks. But the vast bulk 
ready appeared in print, and are, from their 
very nature, unsuited for pi^blication in a per- 
manent form. Hq has, however, Jeft behind 
him materials for* a volume of original essays. 
The biography of his colleague Grish Chunder 
Ghose revealsca marvellous insight into the con- 
ditions prevailing in the English Civil Service. 
The other essays are brimful of his own si^tie 
humour, and illustrate to perfection tl^e qaalnt 
antithesis and the apposite quotation in which 
he took delight. 

It is often said that the aft of letter-writing is^ 
extinch; and, indeed, the spirit of unrest has 
‘invaded the scholar’s sanctum and robbed him* 
of the mental calm so essential t<^ success in 
this branch, literature. The letters of our 
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expiging century, will be hardly better worth 
ceafling than its telegrams. And yet, one 
cannot guage a writer^s claim to originality of 
mind without studying his private correspond' 
ence ; really private^ I moan, not such epistles 
as P«fi^s which were evidently written withT aja 
eye to publication. .But too much must^,not be 
expected even frorn^ professed litterateur. The 
anonymous editor of the* letters of Bussy-* 
Rabutin (Amsterdam, 1738) •puts this very 
clearly^ in his preface:. “The^art of letter- 
writing is ope of the lejst understood, though 
nearly every one tries his hand at it : and, what 
is rather surprising, professional wits ^re not 
by*gfny ipeans the most adept therein. One 
rarely sees letters from such people couched 
in a natural and live||y style ; placing things 
.before a reader mucb in the same way as they 
would be put in conversation, apd therein 
everything is in its place without appearing to* 
be marshalled* there by dint of meditation 
and study. These qualities are much more 




70 


HIS correspondents. 


frequently met within letters written by people 

whose mental stock-in-trade consists of knt)w-« 

• • . 

ledge of the world, a little reading and a 
good deal of politeness.” Dr. Mookerjee was, 
^perhaps, the antithesyis of ^Jiis ideal letter-writer : 
tui? his correspondence is not the le^^vvyorth 
perusaj. It was carried on.with all sorts and 
conditions of men, and it caiSts a curious light 
•on the contemporaj-y social history of Calcutta. 

I have selected sOme of the most characteristic • 
of his letters vvhich the kindness of his^ friends 
has placed at® my disposal In comparatively 
rare cases have communicatfons addressed to 
him bfeen reprinted. There are, indeed, «fevv 
readers who.would not have enjoyed the Com- 
plete correspondence which passed between* iny 
subject and the Marqui%of Dufferin, Sir Auck- 
land Colvin and Sir Chiirles Elliott. It is 
greatly to, the credit of these statesmen that 
they should have maintained friendly and even* 
confidential relations with an bbscufe man ol* 
letters, bub the time has not yet come when 
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/I 

opinions expressed in unguarded intercgurse 
sh?)uld be given to the world. Apart from the 
breach of confidence involved, a literary exe- 
cutor must bear in mind the advice given by 
Louis XIV. of France to a volatile* relative 
Thc'kipg remarked that the lightest words ,of 
men of thcic rank ■iKaiMfc.ithgL, 

weightiest ones of.ordinary people. 

If, in spite of many inevitable omissions, my 
sketch should reveal to Wfookerjee’s country- 
men « curious and, indeed, unique personali- 

I • ’ • 

ty, and lea3en the prejijyJices entertained by so 

* 

many Englishmen against the community from 
which he sprang, my labour of lover will not 
hat^e boen in vain. 
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CORRESPONDENCE. 

o 

From Major Evans Bell. 

Nagpur,® August ii, i860. 

Dear Sir , — Your letter of the 5th ultimo has re- 
maihed unanswered for this mosto unreasonable 

9 © o 

period, partly on Account of an attack of illness, 
and^partly from* my time and attention* being 
sochewhat closely and unpleasantly occupied 
<luring the last fortnight. I was very glad indeed 
to see the two petition^ for which I return you 
my best thanks. The case for the exemption of 
Zemindars under the Permanent Settlement is 

9 

•very abjy stated ; but I confess it has only con- 
firmed me ^ myopioion that they have no valid 
case for exemption from any general tax. 
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Upon the Income Tax itself I look with horeor ; 
it is a crude, ill-consjdered measure and comes ® 
down far too low in the scale of society. It 
will*-work most cruelly, and I believe the collec- 
•Jtons^wifl be much less thaji are expected. 

.it is probable that I may be at Qalcutta 
about tiie end of September,, when I should like 
very much to make your pesspnal acquaintance. 

Believe me faithfully yours, 

Evans Bell. 

The succeefling letter was written in reply to 
one from Doctor Mdolferjee epclosiftg a review 
of Sir W. W. Hunter’s Dictionary of the non- 
Aryan Languages. 

From Mr. W. W. Hunter. 

Stamp Office, Cajcuttfl, Jane zi, i86i. 

My dear Sir, — 1 received, your letter with 
much pleasure. The review of the Dictionary 
was an excellent one. I have never .sought 
praise at the hands of any one, oi)|y truth ; 
and someof.vour hints are most valuable. 
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I^think you could not have had the Dissprta- 
ticfli with you when you ascribe to it any im- 
putation against the Hindus. I most carefully 
guard against such a mistake by saying ..that 
the conduct of a few aggrq^sors in no way tells 
againsMhe honour of a nation. If it did, ^hat 
a tale could be tqld about England ! ^ But a 
nation with the instinct of conquest cannot 
help itself. It can only flo justice and shevy 
mercy as it go^s along. The^ man who draws 
a pict\^re of the spread of Ar^an civilization 
in* India Jn ancient tonnes will confer a benefit 
on the whole thdo-Germanic stock. Why not 
attempt it? You have got great advantages 
fop sucf^ a task. 

Yours sincerely, 

W. W. Hunter. 

Babu Dakhinarapjan Mookerjee, to whom the 
following letter is addressed, was a person who 
made .a considerable stir in his day, as the main- 
spring thcfOudh Taluqdars* Association, of 
which Dr. Mookerjee became Assistant Secre- 
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tary.. The introductory memoir (p. 25) gives 

particulars of the work done by our hero for that 

body. Subsequent communications between 

{heiq are couched in a different tone. Dr. Mook- 

erjee wa§ unable to oJ)tain his arrears of salary ; 
* • * ■ 
and** it is rather entertaining to obsenre the 

changes of mood through which his impression- 
able mind passed as the s^nse of injury^ of 
ingratitude and of ^undeserved poverty came 
uppermost. It is, however, best that such cor- 
respondence should pass into oblivion. 

© • 

To BaboQ Dakhinaranjan Mooketjee, 

Honorary Secretary to the Britts*i Indian Associa- 
tion, Oudh, Lucknow, Oudh , 

May, 1863. • 

Sir, — I have the honour to ibform y^u that 
circumstances have called me home, and as I do 
not jexpect to return t(^ •Lucknow, I hereby 
resign my post as Assistagi Secretary to the 
British kidiap Association of Oudh and Editor 
of its English newspaper Sanachar Hindustani, 
and beg you will have the goodness (p accept 
my resign^ticw. 
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U is more than a year since I took charge of 
m^ duties. During that period I am conscious 

o ' 

of occasional acts of carelessness) and I owe 

* 

you thanks for having generously forgiven 

o 

them. On the who|p, however, I have tried to 
perfornj my duties as well as my time and al^lUy 
permitted. In that, I trust, I have suc(;yeeded. 

Of my management of the newspaper I am 
not the best judge, and indeed intellectual labour 
is such a subtle thing that it is not easy to de- 
monstifsite that a labourer in ^hat field has 

o 

done his «duty. I ca§, -^therefcre, only hope 
that I have ’done mine. Of one thing, 
ho^rever, 1 cin speak with more certainty, 
bemuse, the proofs seem incontestible. I have 
guatly raised the position of the paper from 
what it was. When^ I took charge of it, the 
Samachar Hindustani was noticed by othet 
papers only with contempt, but witjfin & month 
of my taking charge it b^an to be treated with 
consider^^on, and I have the happiness of 
leaving it in the full e^oynaen^ of public 
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respect. It is now quoted both in India ^nd 
England and alluded^ to by the Viceroy and fhe 
Secretary of State. Even a political opponent, 
Mr. 'Laing, whom we have so often exposed, 
certainly in no hesitating spirit, feels it necessary 
ta propitiate JUS in his laist pamphlet by praising, 
the “ gr#at moderation and ability” with which 
the Sttmachar Hindustani » conducted. I do. 
ifot mention these results in any unworthy 
spirit of vanity; liut it is impossible that I 
should not feel^a legitimate pride when J, think 

O 

of them. I do not s^ {hat there w^s no room 
for improvement. Far from it. I am but too 
oortscioils of the deficiencies of Ihe paper ; but 
I am as far from feeling ashamed of the position 
10 which, all circumstances considered, I leaa^e 
it. It also gives me pleasure to feel that, while 
you are the Honorary Secyctary of the As- 
sociatidfl, tlje paper cannot fall into unworthy 
hands. Indeed, I am certain that my successor, 
whoever he may be, will be wortiiier qf it than 
I have ptcfiM myself to be. 
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I^freely acknowledge the able ahd.o'bliging 
assistance which I have always received from 
my valued cbntributors. Nor can I omit to 
mention the aid which the paper receive^! from 
your suggestions and the moderation of your 
counsels. 

Accept my thanks for all the^ kindness 
which, in your^ official position or in private 

* o 

life, I have received at your hands ; and allow 
me to hope that, although I leave the service 
of the Association and the Province", • you Will 
tontinue to be a friend and patron to 

O .« 

Your obedient servant, 
Sambhu C. Mookerjee. 
yhe Doctor’s correspondent in the following 
communication was destined to earlief'fame 
than attends most Anglo-Indians. He was at 
this time busy with his colossal “ Gazetteer of 
India.” Qne of the leading feattfres in his 
scheme for writing the district annals of Ben- 
gal was^to secure the co-operatipn of local 
antiquas’ians and native chronipl^ Hence 
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his preference for men over books as soiyces 
of information. 

From Mr. W, W. HunUr. 

The Grange, Alderley, Walton-under-Edge, 
Gloucestershire. October 26, l$68. 

Dear Sir, — Kindly insert the enclosed adver- 
tisoment in your paper. The work which it 
announces is already published in England,^ 
and as soon as I can secure a copy one will 
be forwarded for your acceptance. 

I have made it a rule never to address an 
editor on his review of my book. But youf 

« o . ' 

elaborate criticism of my Anhals of Rural 
Jiengal tempts me to depart from ‘the resolution. 
Your discriminating remarks gave me more 
pleasure than if you had merely repeated tjie 
praises of the English, French and American 
reviewers. But I could not help regretting that 
you slightiy misconceived the’ purpose of my 
book. It would have been easy enough, for 
me to have^ filled it with aat^oar!a||i details 
such a^ a« forth, for I have several trunks 
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ot nanuscripts on these subjects, but it wbuld 
have destroyed the character of my under- 

o 

taking. My object is to interpret the people 
of India to the Engysh nation. At present, 
the Indian races justly ©complain that they^re 
not realiz^ by the governing body and that . 
we fail to take that interest which it is oui^duty 
to show in Indian a^ffairs. In this object the 
Annals have succeeded beyond my hopes. It 
is the only book on India that lias run through 
three edi^ons and been reprinted oin America 
within four months of i&s publica'lion. I am 

o 

writing for your own eye, and I mention these 
• * 
circumstances only to add that I value them 

as fiothjng compared with the co-operation 
ajid hearty sympathy of the natives of India. 

I have taken as the worlc 8f my life the inter- 
pretation of your countrymen to my own and 
my success must depend, not upon a flourish 
of trumpets at setting out, but upon the sup- 
port of that community which you reoresent. 
I am at the b^innioff of an en terprise in^which 
6 
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Biy 'tnost valuable co*adjutors must be mot 
books but men. 

I am, youfs truly, 

W. W. Hunter, 

O 

/>i(wr Mr. W. W. Hunter. 

Oakwood, Simla, July 1871. 

My dear Sir, — I have just • received your note 

of the 12 th and shall be very to see your 

recently published work. I have beard it very 

favourably spoken of, and perhaps if you let me 

know the Indian papers whidi have noit noticed 

0 

it, I might bb able ,to<heIp you in the matter of 

e 

review. Has the Engliskman or the Pioneer 

• ‘ • 
taken it up ? 

1 am glad to see that you are determined ti^ 
go on in the literary vocation. When I refle^^ 
bow difiicult I shoulcf lind it to write a book in 
a fmeign language, 1 admire and honour the 
gentleoSen of Bengal who have so titofoughly 
mastered my own. 

1 am, yours fsithfolty, • 
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From Major Evans Bell. 

37, Hol]and Villas Road, 

9 

Kensingtor, W., October 20, 1871. 

My dear Sir, — For the Jast month I havg been 
travelling about, as so g£any«of us do in ^is 
country at^^this time of ytar, and only return- 
ed home about a week tgo. This will ^lead 
as my excuse for n*t hiving before this re- 
spited to your letter of 5th August, which 
has only been in my hanis for* about a fort- 
night, as jye were for sotle weeks ©beyond the 
reach of the jpost. I amvety glad* indeed, to 

9 

renew communications and greetings with you, 
although we have never net in the flesh. 1 
well •remember your pam^et on Mr. Wilson 
anj* the Income Tax, ani your receiving in 
gbod part some strictute^ 1 volunteered on 
what I ventured to think wee some superfluous 
personalities in it, — an error pf style intoVbich 
1 had been too prone to fall, nyself. But yon 
undoubtedly fastmied*ott (he r^ sublet and 
the moitstrous extravagance d,tbe expenoitare 
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and-blundering severities of the fiscal expedi- 
ents ‘ that have sjncc been the chief charac- 
teristics of our finarcial policy, have amply 
justifigd the note of alarm that you sounded 
gt JO early a period. 

We are really doing good work at the centre 
of Imperial Governnent , here with the East 
India Association, wHch daily gains accessions 
of influential memle^, and wins its way as a 
recognized autlfority I regret to see the small 
amount, cogfiparativily speaking, 6^ support 
which it m^ts with a, Calcutta. was^ sorry 
to hear that it is i common saying even 
among some of tte Hindu gentlemen in 
London from your Provinces, — “Oh, it is qtSite a 
Bombay concern r-ivhich is probably reflected 
back to Bengal aftf checks your sympathies. 
If the greater pait of otv subscriptions comes 
front Bombay, tlu! is due to the energy of our 
noble Honorary Secretary Dadabhai* Naoroji,' 
and can easily be counterbalanced if some of 
^ iteogaM meiners wUl make equal eiorts; 
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in t&eir localities. But that the attention of 
' the Association is chiefly or to any special ex- 
tent given to Bombay topics is quite untrue, as 
our proceedings will ^testify. You may have 
recently observed the splendM donation of half 
a lakh o£ rupees that has been mkde by the < 
Maha Rao of Kutch, which may be s^id to 
ensure the permanence of the Association, but 
we cannot attain the fullest possible degree of 
efficiency and usefulness without a good list of 
subscribes; and correspondents in oBengal. If 
your politicians devote thernselves* too exclu- 

o 

sively to local interests, they will never secure 
general co-operation in the highest objects of 
theiV political action. 

J^rovincial selfishness and sectarian jealousy 
will always defeat themselves. I cannot forget 
that, until almost the kst struggle, the Bengali 
papers gave scanty aid to the fight in favour of 
the Mysbre State, — and for the most part they 
sneered ats the claims of the Nawab ^ the 
Carnatk. And even in a case that might he 



8<5 


LETTERS. 


supposed to come closer to them, that o^-the 
Nawab Nazim of l^ngal, 1 don’t observe* that 
the educated and enlightened Bengalis make 
the slightest demonstration on the side of good 
feith and honesty^ Depend on it that is the 
^ point to decide^ and the only one worth dectd- 
ing,-^has the case the balance of justice and 
truth on its side ? Is the feith of Government 
pledged or not ? Once permit the Government 
to diverge, unqdbstioned and unchallenged, from 
the path of ^nour and fair dealing, (oj^ the sake 
of some tentporarji; advantage or, mere mate- 
rial saving, and none of you are safe. If you 
Bengalis, from want of personal or class 
interest in the aflTatrs of a great Mqssulman 
family, permit the spoliation and disinheritance 
of the Nawab Naziitfs* heirs to be eflected with- 
cmt remonstrance, some day or other short work 
will y>i made of the Permanent Settlement. 
But perhaps you don’t care for the Settlement 
or tha Zemindars. 1 d<w't • but Is care very 
1^ {diluted of our Covesttment 
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41ike your books very much, and shall talce 
muclT interest in your futi^re work. I 'shall 
always be glad to hear from you. 

Believe me, sincerely yougs, 
Evans Belj. 

Front Major Evans BelL 

* 37* Holland Villas RosW, 

, Kensington, W., London, October 31, 1872. 
Dear Sir, — I am afraid I shall never lack an ex- 
cuse for delaying to reply to a fttter, but I real- 
ly have ftut off answering yottr$ the lOth 
ultimo until I had first be*n to Paternoster Row 
and secured the copies of Mwkerju’s Magazine 
vtTiicIi you so kindly forwarded to me. Indeed, 
on^etufning home and referring to your letter, 
l^And I have appropriated No. 3 (which had 
been just received at Triibner’s) of which you 
made no mention to me, inasmuch as it was not 
published when you wrote. Of course, ! (hight 
have written to Mr. Trttbner and have asked 
him to send me the Magazines ; but tl^ you 
I absaiild have lotf a good excuse for' dday 
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wHioh has lasted me for a fortnight. I hav^ al- 
ways more writing engagements than f can 
easily fulfil, and for the last nine months 1 have 
had a succession of family troubles and com- 
Qlirations — chiefly .arisigg from the dangerous 
illness and disordered affairs of'my father-in-law, 
which have given me much work and anxiety. 
I have been much interested in all that I have 
as yet had time to read in your Magazine, — par- 
ticularly in yotir political reflections called 
forth in commenting on the career^ of your 
friend Grish* Chunder^Ghose. 1 dp not tliink I 
ever read anything of his. *Why do you say 
in ydUr letter to me, that, since Lord Lawrence 
became Viperoy, the policy of Government* has 

been repressive and retrr^rade — “ openly and 

• ^ 

insultingly so ?” I firft dying for facts. You 
will see by the paper whi(;h 1 read a few months 
ago before the East India Association that 1 
am conscious of the unimproved— to* say the 
least — apisit of our administration, hpre at the 
India Office And at Calcutta, but I want faets^ 
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Foi^ example, I am told by Engineer officers 
here (feven by Sir Arthur Cotton, who is in many 
respects a liberal man,) that there are no Hindu 
Engineers, and no promising pupils available, — 

o o ^ 

that natives, especially of Bengal, are physically 
unfit for exposure to the sun, for travelling 

O} 

long distances, and, of course, the old stop^ of 
their being morally untrustworthy, both for the 
disbursement of money and for the conscien- 
tious supervision of work. Naw, I don't want 
recrimination ,and exposure of the shortcom- 

ings of English officers, except to •supplement 

* . o ® 

and illustrate fact! proving the capabilities of 
Native £ngineers-^nd so in other Departments 
als*.* You know, and may see by the accom- 
f»pying paper, that I will speak out, but I 
must have facts to give weight to my assertions. 

I am astonished th^t so little remonstrance 
has come from India with regard the 
Cooper’s Hill College, — the most monstrous 
and eru<;i job thaf has been perpetrated for 
many years. I fastened on it at opcc 
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Wbfks and Public Service in Indict, publi^ed 
last year. As you may possibly not have seen 
this, I send you a copy by post My paper 
r^ad at the East India Association is not yet 

® C* 

published in the jpurni^, so that the full dis- 
cussion that followed does not apf^ar in the 
prooC now sent You may have observed that 
our indefatigable Dadabhai Naoroji has secured 
for the East India Association several contri- 
butions from Native Princes (the last being 
Rs. ‘25,000 ^rom Holkar,) which go ^ry far to 
make the institution^ permanent jmd self-sup- 
porting. His efforts in tliis direction, both 
here * and in India, have cost him a great 
deal of money and have so much diverted 
his attention from his commercial a(fai|^s 
that his interests have 
suffered severely. Yet I, hear that he has 
scruptep as to accepting the post of paid 
Secretary on his return to London-^hither- . 
to'the office ll^ been honorary, — fey fear it 
should 'be thought that such was his Object 
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in • obtaining donations and subscriptiofts. 
We shall, however, bring great pressure to 
bear upon him, when he arrives here, to com- 
pel him to take the place, for which no one el%e 
is equally competent, jyid tg which no one can 
have so j^oqd a title. But, though the As- 
sociation is undoubtedly doing good, wf are 
terribly in want of Parliamentary support. 
There is after all no power in the Association, 
except such as we can exercise through the 
few members of Parliament who attend' our 
meetfngs and whom we (j|in set in motion. But 
there is a great lack of boldness and independ- 
ence among them. That noble and intrepid 
champion, Mr. Fawcett, who so wonderfully sur- 
mounts the limits and obstacles of his sad in- 
^ « 

firmity, — though still ke{)lpby it within a com- 
paratively narrow cifcle, — stands almost alone . 
in the House. And unless a man possesses 
the vantage-ground of a seat in Parliament, the 
right of iyting heard and the i%ht of (fisting 
on inforimtion and anawer to enquiri^ that a 
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Member ot the House of Commons holdsphe 
feels ‘ a hundred (imes every session that with 
all his knowledge and all the energy of convic- 
tion igid prevision, he is^ practically impotent. 

No one out of the Housg of Commons, or with- 

• • 

out the public mission conferred by a |eat there, 
can speak with authority, or make himself heard 
beyond the walls of a lecture-room. I always ' 
speak with restraint and reserve, because 1 
feel that the futl truth would be thrown away 
or misinterpreted before what can., only be 
considered it private ^udience. 

I will do my best to make your literary ven- 
ture known here. Have you sent any copies 
to any of the London Press ? I would /eccfln- 
mend the Examiner and the Asiatic. 

With kind regards, « * 

Believe me, sincerely yours, 
Evans Bell. 

The person to whom the next letter was ad- 
dressed^ was one of the *most tcfftlu and 
by no means the least brilliant ctxitribitt* 
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ors, to Mookerje^s Magazine. His sketches *of 
military life, with its lights and shadows iifipar- 
tially displayed, ricfily merit reprinting. 

To Captain T^ O. Underwood. 0 

(Riijaiipur, Dira Gh^ikliai6, the Punjab.) 

CHiciittn, August 20, 1874. 

My dear Sir, — I have just received yoUiTs of 
the 13th instant acknowledging receipt of the 
first half of a hundred rupee note. The other 
half I have the pleasure to pest to-day. 

Yesterday I posted your ^S. of ’ the 
“ Frontier Officer.** T^^e copies •of the issue 
in which " The S.*Subaltern’* appears will be 
duly forwarded to you. 

Two^ copies of the number containing the 

“ Frontier Officer ** have, I believe, been sent — 
^ • 

one to your address, a’nS another to that of 
Mrs. Underwood. 

Let the Brahman go hanged 1 I doift'^re, 
I mean,* let him be represented in fiction just 
as authom choosei ht find convenient ^r pur> 
poses the unities, or interest .or senMtion. 
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I am sure I can enjoy a laugh against my own 
people. Even a jlead set, if enlivened l>y wit 

o 

and humour, or characterized by unusual skill, 
I<tcan §dmire on artistic grounds, though I may 
lie opposed to it on. others. Art is Art, Litera- 
^ture. Literature. And your literary presentation 
of any topic is yours, not mine. It is well 
understood that I do not write the whole 
Magazine, nor do I hold myself responsible 
for every social* or political opinion that ap- 
pears in it J'he Magazine was indee^ started 
as an organ Of opinion^of all classes and, had I 
been supported by writers wAo differ from me 

O 

in faifh, politics and literary views, it might 

have earned that character. Now it bascer- 

« 

tainly got into a particular party groove ; and^ 
of course, try to givetHEe opinions appearing in 
H a certain unity of chara(;ter. Still, where the 
subjift'and circumstances admit of such a 
course — where, that is, the writii^ is not likely 
to be ^uch confounded with my ow^, I allow 
the exjnresaioB of others’ opteioa. It Is on this 
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principle I have printed the paper “ The Eng- 
0 

4 ish,” in which the writer has^ in my opinion, 
failed to enter into the spirit of the disguise 
he has put on. The, opinions thereinn ex' 
pressed are those of an <obseivant Englishman^ 
who has nqt penetrated into the depths of our 
society, who, if he speaks at all lik% a 
native, speaks like pne of those uneducated 
native youths who, ignorant of their own society 
and of the world, have been dazzled by the ex- 
ternal asp^ts and advantages of English life at 
Home. He has perhapsoi bcjen made a small 
lion of. Some of the very points in English 
school and collie life which kre recommended 
to otir {^miration, have been condemned by 
thoughtful writers like Mr. Thomas Hughes 
and others — the universal iJbllying and tyran- 
nizing of the strong over the weak which are 
such bugbears to the sensitive and delfcately 
organized, the undue encoort^ment of boat 
races and aueii like athletic rather than Vimply 
iiuutly &c. Then the mover’s st^jidtude 
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for 'the health, the personal appearance and®the 
# ® 
spiritual welfare .of her young hopeful, the 

o 

scrubbing, dressing, kneeling at prayers, &c., are 
fepreiented as peculiarly English phenomena. 
Jn. truth, they are*universal — descending down 
^ to the “ beasts that perish.’* There is^ doubtless, 
some difference in the results of English and 
Indian maternal care — frpm the difference of 
education, &c., between the mothers of the 
two races. But as yet the English mater- 
familias is onot so far advanced as t^make the 
difference irf favoui* o& English children so very 

o 

striking as Englishmen might think, or an 

Indian who has '* seen the world ’’ of Europe. 

0 

‘ In spite of the father and the physician *the 
English mother is as prone as her,enlighteil«d 
Hindu or Moslem *sister to drug her children 
. — with equal results. But enough. I write all 
this *fAm no feeling of irritation, I assure you, 
but just to vindicate my catholicity and ease of 
tempeiTtny spirit of toleration, indlfferentism 
if you will. *I have even allowed the .statefflent 
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to ^tand that " the English are fast making us 
rich,”* though that is matter for doubt,* and 
involves a large politico-economical question, 
which I am prepared^ to argue at a suitable 
time and place. Thei^e is, an article in th^ 
number in the press on Indian Commerce in 
which you will get an inkling of our vie\us. I 
have taken the liberty of altering the passage 
on the Brahmos in “ The English,” in accord- 
ance with our opinion. 

All thi^ en pxssant as a prelimigary to my 
request to let.ms see “ T^e Nana ”sof which I 
have been dreamfng so long. Up to this 
moment I have heard nothing to lead the to 
suppose^ I shouU not publish it. All I care is, 
it j^ust be a hit, be it at the expense of all the 
. Brahmans in the world. Vo« seem to think that 
Brahmans are al the (lindus. It is true, I am 
a Brahman — the bluest of the blue, Knhally 
and purely deecended, as I am taught to 
believe by our He/alds’ College, throi)gh tiie 

entire Paotheon from great Bndami himself and 
7 
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Brahma itself (“ Brahmd ” and “ Brahma ” *re 
very ' different things — so much lies in the turn 
of a single vowel) — and, of course, as great a 
fyidm^sh as your Muse may regard one — I am 
jomething more than ^a Brahman — that is, a 
child of Western culture, an humble ^admirer of 
the European Muses, who esteems Shakespeare 
above Kalidasa and all the poets that have been 
or probably shall be. 

Not that !• have do strorg opinions, no 
earnest partialities. On the contrar^^, all ttiese 
with me are ver^ s^ong and ja/nest, but still 
not too much so for toieratkn and temper 
And I may as well tell you thtt the Nana is 
• not my ^weakness. What is that ^bloated 
Mahratta fellow to me ? If I really thought 
well of the histortell Nana, ) would not be 
afraid to say so above tn^ nanriC in print, but 
the •fdlow was a worthless wi'etch who spoilt 
his cause by his crimes. Bit diabolical as 
they l^rere, they do not affect hts opuntrymen 
any more than Sumroo’s affect Europeans. The 
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Br^man business of your play will not in the 
least (detract from its merit in my eyes either 
as critic, man, Hindu, Brahman or editor of 
Mookerjee's Magazine. So you may go on^iling 
the agony on your miscyeantr-who appears^ tc^ 
be the hero of your work. As good a hero as you 
could get, perhaps, in an age in which “ e^’ery 
year and month sends forth a new one.”* You 
have the high authority of Milton on your side, 
the real hero of Paradise Lost being Satan. 
But as a critic, I may be permitted to suggest 
that tirere oyght to be jjght as well as shade 
in your picture. Who is the heroine ? She may 
be taken from among the fair European victims 
of t^S7^ but for purposes of art — eyen sensa- 
ticj^al art — there ought to be a foil of goodness 
even in the native camp* '>to the hidcousness 
• 

1 want a hero : an uncommon want. 

When every year and month sends forth a new one, 
Till, after cloying the gazettes with cant, 

The agC discovers be is not the true one. 

Byron. 
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of its chief the Nana. The English public, I 
apprehend, will not at this late hour ' appl^eciatc 
all the evil being shown on one side. I believe 

it is an intellectual necessity to have some 

• • 

good spirits abqut ^ana — one or two — to 
thwart his purposes, to bring out the plot, delay 

» o 

the catastrophe. His mother must be made 
motherly, to arouse indignation against the un- 
natural conduct of her son ; and so of his sisters.' 
But these are truisms. It seems I cannot write 
a letter of . moderate dimensions when i am in 
the mood. 

So, then, send me The Nana — also the Dak 
Bungalow Military Traveller. 

The S. S. appears in the forthcoming number. 
It is sometimes hard to pass your writing i^ro- 
perly through the pttss owing to my want of 
familiarity with all the flang and allusions of 
Angkt'dndian military life. Thus, I ieft the last 
word in the " Frontier Officer ” as I> found it, 
“siller,^ without comprehetiding whaj^it means. 
Generally, a; you may have remarked, I get on 
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welt enough, and, what is more, enjoy the jdkes 
^ — which is more than the best educated among 
us can say always. 

My health is somewhat better now, thanic you*. 

® Yours truly, 
Sambhu C. Mookerjee. 

To Captain T 0 . Underwood. 

4ih Punjab Cavalry, 

Rajanpore, Punjab Frontier. 

Afigusl 31, 1874. 

My dear — I have received yeurs of the 

0 

2ist from Rajanpore and of the 24th from 

9 

Hurrund Dak Bungalow. I believe I acknow- 
ledged your previous notes. 

I*do not want the “ Bostan ” and will also take 

tlu^liberty tg return the “ Pestilence " which, for 

• « 

one reason, is out of season. Altogether, I do 
not require the verses, having a good supply at 
home. 

It will be necessary to secure the copyright 
of the NSna for England by special s^s as 
the {aw directs, to prevent its bdng pirated 
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by •unprincipled printers. I will write • to 
enquire. 

Your cover encloses a new commencement 
for the Dak Bungalow, I shall put it in the 
4 Jrpper place. 

I have recovered, thank you. 

I ^vish you a pleasant trip and a safe return 
to your Regiment at Rajanpore. I fear your 
journey will not be unattended with pecu-' 
liar dangers. *I have no information about 
the Beluchis in particular, but tjje frontier 
tribes are l^eneraUy #regarded as tough cus- 
tomers and inconvenient neighbours. Many 
have been the Englishmen murdered by vindic- 
‘ tive Wuziris, Bunnus, Afghans. Duting*Sir 
John Lawrence’s administration of India, 4he 
Punjab Governmenf got a summary law pass- 
.ed to check these outrages. Of course, their 
frequency was much exaggerated ; and on that 
ground, but chiefly on general pririctples of 
legisla^on, I thought it my duty to •ppose the 
Bill througif the press. Still there is nb .do«^ 
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of*the turbulence and recklessness of life of the 
0 

people to the West of the Punjab. A Frdntier 
officer, civil or military, has to be very care- 
ful indeed, and he nriust be a man of^ pluqk 
and presence of mind §nd q|.iickness of percep- 
tion, if not of daring. It must be a fine school, 
the Frontier. Nowhere is there so mucli need 
for patience, self-respect, charity, respect 
for others’ feelings, even tenderness towards 
strange prejudices. The Briton cannot find a 
better pkce for quickly having ^his swagger 
and \)luster^ and snobb^ry^ and hauteur, and 
undisguised contempt for other races (Euro- 
pean not excepte'd^ knocked out of his 'head. 
Gfeat temper, tact and judgment rnust be re. 
^ired in dealing with the strong, death-des- 
pising, short-tempered n'kiives on the Frontier. 
To my mind, there i^ no discipline like spend- 
ing a few years there. 

But wliy am I boring you with all this non- 
sense? What need*to ship coals to NeVcastle ? 

. To us stay-at-homes of Bengal the idea of |i 
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civilized man travelling amid the sands md 
rocks bordering pn Beluchislan, inspecting 

o 

the British out-posts, has something curious 
about jt. 

, Perhaps, this long yarn, if it does reach 
^OQ there, from one whose face is dark and of 
whonk, such as be is, you have no idea, may be 
a moment's consolation and occupation. It is 
because it may be so, that I have allowed my- 
self to fill the rVhole sheet. A tetter goin^ so 
far ought t<^ be made worth carrying so far. 

o 

The same half ann|i r^tl carry a lopg letter as a 
short one. 

Yours most sincerely, 
SAMBHU C. MOOKEiyEE.“ 
Ta Nenvab Sir Solar fun^BoAodar, K.C.S.l!^ 
Minisier-Rl^htt 0/ Hjnltrobad. 

Tivoli Garjiens. 

Calcutta^ January t, fSf5. 

May it fdease your ExcelleDcyr-Ace^Ing to 
the custom of the couiMry,* I beg to approads 
your Excellepey with my humble omur^ -My 
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ancestors, the sages and philosophers of ^ofd 
used to greet liings and ministers with thfeir 

o 

blessings and a worn-out pothi or two. A 
degenerate descendant of theirs; but a hymble 
seeker of knowledge afid ir^ a way impartei; 
too, I welcome to my country the great Minis- 
ter-Regent of the Kingdom of the Deccan wth 
my best prayers to the Almighty for his pros- 
perity, temporal and spiritual, and, for my nuz- 
zer, offer for his kind acceptaftce all I can 
afford in t^e shape of two or three, t^cts, name- 
ly, ** The Pryice in Indi^ syid to ®India, by a 

o 

Native of India,” being an account of the visit 

o 

of His Royal Highness the Duke of Edin- 
buf^h, %nd two numbers of a periodical of which 
l.^ave the honour to be editor, Mookerjee's 
Magazine. I wish I coul^ *bdd a copy of some 
of my other separate .small publications, such 
as “ The Career of an Indian Princess — tfie late 
Begutn Stskundra of Bhopal”, which the London 
"Speetai^ •in a long* editorial review \harac> 
terized; aoumg other things, as the* work of “ * 
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shV^wd hard-hitting critic with no small poli- 
tical* ability.” That paper, indeed, is soniewhat 
partial, though outspoken enough to my humble 
lucubrations, as I hear it also t noticed favour- 
ably The Prince in Ipdia,** though I did not 
read the notice myself. 

I b^ve been connected with the Indian rress 
for the last i8 years, though comparatively 
unknown myself, because writing anonymously. 
So long ago as f8S7,a pamphlet of mine appear- 
ed in Londgn entitled “ Causes of the Mutiny 
by a HindiFof Beng^.” With ai\ Introduction 
by Malcolm Lewin, Esq., *late a Judge of the 
Madras Court of Judicature, Author of numer- 
ous Tracts on India. It failed of its due effect 

« 

because, as Mr. Lewin informed me, few^in 
th'ose days were awflr^ of the progress English 
education had made in Ipdia, or could believe 
it w£s <the work of a genuine native of India: 
and as many disliked Mr. Lewin for His rather 
extreii4 views, there were not wanting people 
so unjust to* him to hint that the Hindu was i 
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mythical character of his own creation, though 
there were in the ideas of ^ my essays atid in 
some of the very idioms (for I was a very 
young writer then, stiH pursuing my studies §t 
college,) unmistakable ^evidgnce of a native 
Indian origin. In the discussion of the Income 
Tax when it was first proposed by th« late 
Right Honourable James Wilson, I put forth 
a pamphlet, the needless personalities of which 
were universally condemned, but the force of 
its arguments were acknowledged by many 

0 

candid criticj In Bengal; 

I was associated, equally with my fr(end 
Babu Kristodas Pal, editor of the ifindoo 
PHtrio^, who has at length received spme of hi» 
by being called to the Legislative Council 
of Bengal — first with the Editor of the Hindoo 
Intelligencer, the late B^bu Kashiprasad Ghosh, 
author of the Shair and other poems, <Sct., the 
first successful writer of English poetry among 
the natives of India, and then with Vhe first 
editor' of the Hindoo Patriot, the lamented 
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Babu Hurish Chunder Mookerjee, in the con- 

« • . . ® 
duct of the respective journals. On the death 

o 

of the latter, I was appointed his successor. 
Giving^up that charge in consequence of a fun- 
' 4an}ental dilferenc* of political views with an 
Jinfluential section, I went to Oudh paid Se- 
cj'etaiy of the Taluqdars' Association and 
editor of their English organ with the queer 
Hindustani name, the Samachar Hindustani 
(since incorporated with the Oudh Gasette znA 
subsequentlj^the Lucknow Times.) ^our Ex- 

cellency ma)? possiijiyiremember the Samachar 

0 

. as about the only paper that defended your 

master His Highness the late Nizamul Mulk 

» 

Afzuluddaula Bahadur and the late Qploifel 
Davidson, then Resident, from the storm raised 
against them by the? Indian press and public 
regarding the presentation, to, and reception by, 
the Rbl6r of the Deccan of the Insignia of the 
Star of India— certainly the only pa^r that, 
without 4ny personal intere'st in the diatter or 
communication with Hyderabad, was active in 
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th« defence, and tried to lay before the pub*Hc 
the true bearings of the c^se. The defehce 
led me into some liot controversy with other 
papers, but I am so proud of the part Jl took 
in it, that I have yet thoughts, under suitably 
encouragement, of reprinting the articles I 
wrote, with a selection of others of my anony- 
mous essays in a separate form. 

The Hon'ble Samuel Laing, successor to the 
late Mr. Wilson, though I had often enough 
occasion to expose with sharpness ^hat I deem- 
ed hfs fallacies, had th| ^enerosHy to record 
in his pamphlet *on India and China his 
opinion of my journal as one “ conducted ‘with 
great ability and moderation.” 

^n the intervals of my journalistic career, 1 
have assisted Native Chilft called to the Vice- 
roy’s Council for ipaking laws, or been at 
Native CouA-ts like those of Murshidatftid and 
Rampur: Some years before the Nawab Nazim 
of BeogaJ went to Europe, 1 was af^i^ted bis 
Fersosoal Assistant and subsequen^p was «d- 
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trusted with the entire charge of his affairs 

m • 9 

which I managed yntil I resigned in disgust al 

o 

the intrigues of the opposition and being latter- 
ly inadequately supported by the Prince. His 
Highness the Najvab Rampur was pleased 
,to call me to his Court as his Secretary, and 1 
might have remained there but for my personal 
friendship with his brother Nawab HyQer Ali 
Khan with whom I became acquainted when 
at Murshidabad^ which he had once visited on 
the occasioncof the Beara Festival and where 
he had madfi a stajj oi5,a few week% The*Chief 

became jealous of his brother’s kindness for /ne, 

© 

and conveyed to me a hint of his displeasure at 
*my visit to Nawab Hyder Ali Khan Bahadur. 
As a gentleman 1 could not give up an ojd 
friend, but 1 assured* flis Highness that such 
a step on my part wQpld not be necessary 
as h2 Vould hnd me faithful to the “salt.” 
Perhaps, this fact may be some recdmmend* 
ation 4 ( me to your Excellency’s 4ciodnes3, 
as I underitand that you were kind to Nawab 
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Hydar Ali Khan himself. But though 1 .thus 

left Ffampur, His Highness othervvise beha\^ed 

« 

very kindly towards me, and has done so since, 
in that he sent a handsome donation towards 
the expenses of “ The Prince,” when the Pros- 
pectus was sent to him by the Publishers. 

<s * 

Since then I have been associated ^vith the 
present editor of the Hindoo Patriot^ in which, 
besides literary and social subjects, my special 
department is that of extra-Bengal affairs 
and Foreign Policy. 

r am now engaged on the conduct of my own 
Mookerjeds Magazine, 

This periodical "has a double character — first 
tK»t of a non-exclusive liberal Indian literaryi 
j^nal open to aU races, creeds and parties, 
through which civil, mHfeary and non-official 
European writers, ^address the public. Several 
brilliant military skefches have lately ap- 
peared hi its pages, such as " The Battle of 
Donkeyi«g — a Vie\v of Modern Warfare by an 
ancient British Man of War”, “Episodes in a 
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Military Life,” the last being the first paper 

of^ series to adpear from time to time. In the 

double number sent herewith, ’there is the con- 

'clusio^ of “ The Dak Bungalow — a military 

story.” There is also the first part of an ela- 
* 0 

borate essay, “On the Obstacles to the Intro- 

I » 

duction^of Christianity in India” intended for 
a London Quarterly, in which the writer pro- 
pounds novel and bold views. The second 
character of the Magazine is that of the only 

organ, in all India, of the most advanced-native 

© . 

culture and aspirations. 

Such a publication could bkr^ly fail to give 
ofrence*in many quarters, but among its con- 
ctributors figure such names as the late Justice 
Dwarka Nath Mitter (of the High Court.ain 
Bengal), the late Bathi Grish Chunder Ghose 
.(editor of the Bengalee), the Jate Michael M. S. 
Datta (Barrister-at-Law, author of “The Captive 
Ladie” and other poems, the great* Bengali 
poet aiAl dramatist), Raja Jotindr» Mobun 
Tagore, the .Revd. K. M. Banojee, Dr, fUtr 



TO SIR T. MAD HAVA RAO. 113 


jesdralala Mitra, Babu O. C. Dutt, (Vice-Chair»- 
man of the. Calcutta Municipality), and ma'by 
others whose names “I am not permitted to give, 
besides the European writers alluded to above,. 

With many apologies for trespassing so 
much on your valuable time, 

I have the honour to remain. 
Your Excellency’s most obedient servant, 
Sambhu G. Mookerjee. 

To Sir T. Madhava Rao, 

Pfime Minister of the^State of Saroda. 

® I, Wellington Square, 

Calcutta, September 22, i875« 

Sirr-^I must apologise for addressing direct so 
exalted a person as you are, but considering 
my errand, ' I could hardl}^ with satisfaction 
to both sides, betake to any other course. 

I feel that, as editor of Mookerjeis MagigotiKo, 
which has condemned the policy of our Gov- 
ernment ip Baroda affairs, 1 may be tbpaght 
to. commit an improprimy «r to evince a want 
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of delicacy in addressing the statesman charged 
with the carrying out of the supplementary 
measures in that policy. Iif that feeling I have 
hesitated for over a month and half. I f there 

4 

was any valid objection^ at any time, that time, 
I hope, has long passed away, and 1 may now 
ventyre on a task otherwise so grateful. In 
passing 1 would remark that we all — Young 
India as we are all called, though some of us 
are old enough by this — acknowledge our un- 
feigned gratitude to the Power which gives us 
protection, ^hich has taught us the vSlue of 
constitutional liberty, which® allows us the/ree- 
dotn of our thoughts and aspirations, as we 
acknowledge our obligation to render it every 
legitimate service, whether we have or h|^e 
not any honest doubts as* to the wisdom of 
resolution or step taken by it, indeed even 
tbous^h we may have considered it our duty to 
oppose that step in a constitutional way. 

1 h^e long perceived, that the |bseooK of 
works of reference is much is the wap of Enipi 
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lisiimen here or at home taking an interest in or 
comprehending the affairs of this country. 
These can never l)e comprehended without 
some mastery of the places and persons in ques- 
tion.. It is difficult unde^ any^circumstances for 
Europeans to master the names, but the 
difficulty is heightened by the absence of 
information available to the public in a con- 
venient shape. This absence is not only in the 
way of Europeans desiring to know the East, 

but also in that of the natives themselves. 
... • • 

I haveTrequently had occasion in writing of the 

’ o 0 

affairs of Native States in the Hindoo Patriot 
to bewail the want* of information exhibited 
by • the Indian Fress and generally the ignor- 
ant of India regarding herself. I have in- 
deed long meditated a Be^rage of India, a 
Knightage, a Manual^ of the Native States 
and a Dictionary of Contemporary Or(pfital 
Biography containing every Asiatic name of 
note. Thp proposals of the last were p<^sh- 
hy my publisheroi and the isndertaking 
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recommended in a leading article in tbe 
Pdtriot 

No adequate encouragement being received, 
the work was not persevered in, though I have 
got the material^ in great part ready. I have 
thought that the visit of his Royal Highness 

O 

the ?rince of Wales may be a favourable time 

for bringing these or some of these out. 

I would respectfully solicit not only such 

patronage of •the Baroda State as you may 

think fit to grant but also your valuable co- 
f ■ o ^ 

operation in supplying information regarding 

the State with which yoO have been" or are 

connected and your ownself. 

I shall feel much obliged if you will'll kind 

enough to order a statement to be furnished 

to me of the cpnstitution and personnel of 

administration of Baroda with the duties and 

salasrjies attached, and a column noting the 

antecedents and former services of the several 

Besidce the separate poblicatioas, I iattwd 
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to*publish a series of biographies, in as mqch 

9 

detail ss I can gather, of our. most prominent 

o 

native statesmen. I could not commence with 
a more brilliant exaiiyple than the present^ 
minister of Baroda. Maj'^ I request the favour 
of any particulars you may think proper to 
communicate regarding yourself beyond those 
given in Mr. Norton's Topics ? I need scarcely 
say that the communications will be held strict- 
ly confidential. 

Begging^your pardon for this, yberty of a 
perfect stranger, 

1 subscribe myself, with great respect. Sir, 
Your most obedient servarft, 
Sambhu C. Mookerjee. 
To Dr. Rajendralala Mitra, 

I, Weflivgton Squarr, 

Calciitta, February 28, 1876. 

My dear Rajendra, — I am thinking ofe^our 
last evening’s request to help you to any traces 
of humatf sacrifice I* may have met w^h in 
the cthiirse of thy reading. 
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• The custom seems to have been universal, 
not- only in the ^earliest stage of savagery of 

o 

all races, but even at a comparatively advanced 
oeriod of semi-barbarism. 

1 dare say you,hav^hunted up all the traces 
in Sanskrit literature and in our own country, 
and cmade inferences from apparently irrele- 
vant matter. 

That story of the Indian Hatem, Kama 
the Liberal, pdainly speaks of a period when 
huriian i}es|^ was esteemed a delica^. 

I don’t believe^ a^ least don’t just now re- 
member, that the Rajputs destroy their in- 
fant* daughters on any pretence of making 
a sacrifice to the gods or the devil, in the 
throwing of children to the sea. 

The Indian custdm may be traced in the 
Bible. You will recall, Abraham’s offer of 
Isaabs There is another remarkable vow which 
it is sought to explain away as only * meaning 
the dedication to God*of the peiten of a 
daughter wtfo was kept a virgin in conseqnmKC* 
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blit which really was a vow for offering up *a 
humarii life. 

It is long since I read Burton’s and Forbes’ 

books on Dahomey and don’t remember wh^ 

sort of religious rites, if^ny, are connected with 

• • 

the sangumary practices of that formidable 
kingdom. 

The sacrifice prevailed among the ancient 
Americans— the Incas, Aztecs, and others as 
well as among the later tribes tvith whom the 
Europeans came in contact Thei^ have been 
of late years some gooij works <3n Peruvian 
and other American antiquities. There is no 
doubt that on the’ occasion of the four ‘chief 
fdltiv^ls of the Peruvians held in the four, 
seasons, it was no unusual thing to sacrifice a 
beautiful boy or girl, ^rhaps one of the 
“ virgins of the sun.” .As the Incas, the civi- 
lizers of the South American aboai|ines, 
were a particularly mild and inoffensive race, 
it is ptt»bable that* this was a 'relic*, of an 
ancient popular superstition, oncd more freely 
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indulged in and permitted by the new rul<Ars 
in 'deference to jhe wishes of their subjects. 

Similarly, the “ civilized ” Aztecs of the 
^orth, with all their comparative refinement, 
were addicted at once t^ human sacrifice in their 
temples and cannibalism at their tables. 

Mf. Heaviside, in his American Antiquities or 
the New World and the Old and the Old World 
and the New, quotes a myth in the sacred book 
of the Taltec face in America regarding two 
hero gods jtvho were burnt and their ' ashes 
thrown intcfthe wa^ter^ and the hero-gods rising 
on the fifth day — which seems to roe to refer to 
a hutnan sacrifice. 

, It is difficult in India to find the booV:s ybu 
want. Doubtless, the Asiatic Society’s Library 
contains some which trill be useful to you, and 
for others you may try, the Calcutta Public 
Librttgr. The Dutt Family collection is in 
wretched disorder and a great many 'volumes 
aac mtssing. You will, *at any rain, eanly 
procure the ebarming works of PrescotL 
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•I have read of them ia reviews and ^ so 
forth, 6ut never come across Thatcher’s In- 
dian Biography and M’Kenny and Hall’s 

History of the Indian Tribes of North Ame- 

^ © 

rica. If you can procure thejn, will you lend 
them to me for a while ? Herodotus is a 
storehouse of many strange, antique and savage 
customs. 

The Scandinavians offered up human lives 
to Thor, Woden and Frea. Prtjfessor Holm- 
boe delights to trace coincidence's between 
Eastern and Western way^s. ^The identifier of 
Buddha and Woden and the phallic worship 
of the East and the West, may have noticed 
thd sii^ilarity between the human sacrifice of 
Inydia and that of his own part of the globe. 
But you are more familiar ^vith his writings, 
having been the first to popularize, through the 
medium of English, .his speculations op* the 
traces of Buddhism in Europe. 

See ifajeoniog’s trashy book on the *Rosci- 
crucians, my copy of which is at*Baransgorei 
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contains any reference to your subject A4so 
Inman’s Ancient Faiths. 

o 

The Druids and Saxons, I believe, habitually 
offered human sacrifices. In fact, the orgies 
and rites in tlje temples of Sweden and 
Denmark were repeated in the caves of Britain. 
Lik« the demonaic Tantric devotees of India, 
the priests of the barbarians of Northern 
Europe were themselves the butchers. So the 
Galims among*the Tipperas. 

r need not refer to the authorities' for the 

® ■ O 

o 

rites and ‘practices^ of Old Egypt, Assyria, 
Greece, Persia, &c, in fact' of Northern Africa, 
Eastern Europe and Western Asia — any more 
than to Sanskrit or other Indian m^terilils, 
towards an account of human sacrifice as pMc- 
tised in all ages. 

The Meriah sacrifices, ^c., are notorious. Na~ 
rahdli is a well-known thing among Hindus, and 
was habitually indulged in by tribes and sects. 

The* Thugs gave a religious aii* to their 
terrible tradle. 
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•I should not wonder if the Dyaks of Borneo 
so famous for head-hunting,^ and the natives 
of Australasia for cannibalism, imparted a reli- 
gious mysticism to their respective pastimes^ 
and feats. 

Boyle’s works on Borneo, published, I believe, 
in 1865, represent the head-hunting as a rather 
decaying custom. Probably, it is in full force 
still in the far moffussil. 

Against those uncompromisfng champions 
of Holy Writ, or rather of the children of Israel 
as an all-worthy people, aijd of their*neighbours 
id general as respectable persons, I may mention 
that within this century the modern Jfews 
ia*thejr own Holy Land and the . countries 
adjacent have been accused of not scrupling to 
take human life in pufsnit of a mistaken 
religious object I shpuld not wonder if they 
are still charged with the same practice^* At 
least I re'ad that, during the reign of Sultan 
Mahmoofl, in the Tuilcish Empire, one lect of 
Jews kidnapped Christian chlldrtn and .put 



124 


LETTERS. 


(hem to a horrible death for the “ love of God.” 
% 

The unfortunate victims were rolled ^ within 

c 

barrels the inside of which is spiked all over with 
sharp nails and pins. To prevent their making 

ft ^ 9 

any noise, their tcjpgue^ were first cut out. The 
blood was used for communion. This astound- 
ing .savagery was committed (it was said) in 
view of a passage in the Gospel wherein Christ 
tells men to divide his blood shed for them 
among themsblves. But surely this is a 
gross and wilful perversion. If, howeVer, say 
the Jews, ‘Christy is^ the expected Messiah, 
well and good, we act up *to his injunction ; 
if not, it is a good jok^ to torture a poor 
Christian to death on pretence of otx^in^ a 
precept of the author of Christianity. It is said 
that Sultan MabtAood strove to root out 
the practice ; but as it, was based on religion, 
it may be doubted whether it has so complete- 
ly gone out of fashion as we should ’desire. 

I oiUst confess that the* Jews stoutly repudi- 
ate sndi a oefiM or practice, and complaun cd 
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it«as one of the Greek calumnies against thent. 
So a friend of mine who has long resided in 
Turkey and Egypt regards it. He says, how- 
ever, that he heard of it, and further that when 
the matter came before tl^e courts of the country 
it was disproved. Nowadays, at all events, if 
there is any such practice, it must be of j?ery 
rare occurrence. The exceptional trut;h has, 
however, been exaggerated by popular gossip, 
nntil the kidnapping of Christiait children and 
their slow death by the Jews has been a bug- 
bear id the popular imagination. 

* I may here rem'ark that Abyssinian super- 
stition attributes to the Jews the power of turn- 
ing to^wild beasts for the purposfe of sucking 
hiynan blood. — Burton’s First Footsteps. 

For notices of African •cannibalism consult 
Burton’s Equatorial ^ Africa. The Western 
tribes are free from this enormity.-^Bt^on’s 
Journey ih Askang-Land. 

•Yours Very sincerely, 
Bambhu C. BIaoxbkjis., 
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March i, 1876. 

dear Rajendra, — I see that in yourc article 
in the last part enclosed herewith, you cite the 
same passages in the Bible relating to human 

sacri%ce which I mentioned in my letter to you. 

, » ♦ 

I forgot to mention Catlin’s book on the 
Maqdan Tribe in North America. * But as you 
say your subject is limited to India, you need 
not go about hunting up all the traces of the 
same sanguinary barbarism in all corners of 
the globe. You could hardly have overlooked 
Ward’s boqk which is sufficiently acSurat^, how- 
ever bigotted and unjust to*the people of India 
in Us tone of exaggeration. Buchanan’s Rt- 
searckes is also worth consulting. 

Yours, &c., 

• 6AMBHU C. MOOKERJEE. 

March 1 , 10 P.M. 

« 

lUoccurs to me that Vamb^iy describes a 
kind of head-bunting in Central Asia. ’He naea- 
tions tfDtbing religfous in connection vigth it. 

Is there aiiything of religious obligation to 
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th» hereditary hate and blood feud cherished by 
the Bedouins, Koords, and such other trib& ? 
Is there any religio'us element in the cere- 
mony of fraternation described by Palgrave 
(Hermann Agha) and has it ^ any connection 
with sacrifice? 

Punditji reminds me of the belief in ^the 
Middle Ages of Jews kidnapping for burning 
Christian children. I wonder if the cere- 
mony related in the Devil in* Turkey was 
alluded to, or is it one of similar practices 
indulged in* by the Jews by way ©f revenge 

O 0 

for their ill usage at the hands of the Christ- 
ians ? Or, are both* calumnies ? “ At a time 

when the Phoenician priests drenched the 

* 

altys of their Moloch with the blood of their 
Canaanitish *victims,'and pit^ess Druids quar- 
tered human sacrifices in the sacred groves 

• 

of the early Britons, the fury of the gseat 
Hindu idol at Juggernaut was propitiated with 
the same spirit of fanaticism* that still kindles 
Uie devotion of thousands, ivho proetratt them- 
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Selves under his car or mutilate themselves on 

hls-*shrines.” — Sullivan’s Princes af. India, p. 9. 

Human flesh was the food of the horses of 

Diomed. The horses of heroes were sacrificed 
^ • • 
on their tombs. — 536, notes. 

^ March 21, 1876. 

For a case of human sacrifice in Bengal 
among the Saktas, in 1832, see the Asiatic 
Journal, August, 1832, vol. VIII. Anand Baba 
says that somef 20 years ago one occurred in the 
Kriteswari ^temple, Mursbidabad, and that it 
is still in vogue very privately in Tipperi. 

August 19. 

Human sacrifices seem \o have been made 
at the altar of Diana CEthia. — See Euson ^n 
National Government, I., p. 49. Consult Stod- 
dard’s Study of Histbry on the Ancient Ameri- 
cans, also Abbe Raynal’s voluminous work. 

Piom Utfi Rev. Krtskna Mohan Banerjte, 

Ballyguflge, 
MarciP9, i8y6. 

My dear Friend,— >I thank you cordially for 
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y^ur kind , letter of yesterday which reached 
me as was. getting into my carriage with®. my 
family going to chuVch. 

I accept as expressions of kind friendship 
what you have written^ and with the greater 
self-satisfaction that it comes from one who 
is himself a de facto Doctor of Literaturg and 
a profound observer and judge of men and 
manners. A verdict from such a quarter is in 
itself of greater value than the certificate of a 
miscellaneous body however privileged by law. 

• Heartily thankhig you again for your 
afifectionate expressions of kindness, 

I remain, my dear friend, 
Yours most sincerely, 

M. Banerjee. 

P. S . — 1 shall take the chance of seeing you 
one day before another week is over.^abotrt 
S P.M^ and confer on the subject of a lecture or 
of an artjcle or both. • 


K. M. B. 
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Fy0m General Napier Campbell. 

9, Russell Street, 

‘Celculta, September 17, 1882. 

My dear Sir, — I am much obliged to you for 
yourlcindness in sending me a number of your 
’ M^azine. You are quite right in conjecturing 
that some of the views expressed Hi the article 
headed “ A Plea ibr Calcutta ” are regarded by 
me as not “ irrational.” F entirely agree with 
that portion o( it which protests against the 
yearly exodus to Simla and points out ks evil 
consequences^ 1 am happy to b^ able* to say 
that in this matteV tlie course I have consist- 
ently pursued is based on your view of it. 

It is always a pleasure to me to hear frqm 
any native of this country that the ojnnions 
and views 1 bold are. such as comhtend them- 
selves to the upright ones of India, and as one 
yf tl^em your estimation of them is noticed. 

I ^ve no doubt we should agree how I feel 
towards thif couatvy and jts people. Y^urs, &c., 

Napier Campbell. 
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Fr^ Mr. Meredith Tazvnsend. 

The Spectator Office, 
f, Wellington Street, Strand, 
London, W. C., February 21, 1883. 

Dear Sir, — I am much*obliged to you for"* for- 

* » a 

warding “ Reis and Rayyet,” though I am sorry 
to see that, &fter an absence of nearly a quarter 
of a century, Calcutta is becoming to me only 
a dim recollection. 1 do not quite understand, 
I confess, why men so able as yourself should 
prefer to publish in a foreign tongue instead of 

. O 

making a literature of your own. put doubt- 
less you have sufficient reasons. 

Why do you not 4>ublish an account of your 
lifp as Minister of Tippera ? It would be of 
great interest to Englishmen, whose difficulty 
is to understand how the o(g^nism of a Native 
State is maintained. 

Yours truly, 

Meredith Townsend. 

, T» Mr. M^nditM Tovmend. * 

My dear Sir,>-fSo long ago as F^M^iaiy iSSj, in 
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acknowledging receipt of the weeklj; Reis and 

Ray^et, you wrote to me expressing* your 

surprise why we Indians* should prefer to 

publish in a foreign tongue instead of making 

a literature of our own. In the end, however, 
. • • • 
you say — “But doubtless you have sufficient 

reas<^ns." 

And so we have. We might have created 
one of the finest literatures in the world, with-, 
out making any impression in the camp of 
our -British rulers and, of course, withodt ad- 
vancing otw political or even sclcial Status. 
Nay, the truth is that we have created a litera^ 
ture, and a very respectable literature it is. 
You who were a Bengali scholar in your time 
in India, having conducted a Bengali weelrl]^ I 
believe, for a coupl^of years(in regard to which 
and indeed your early life in India generally 
I ma^ remark, in passing, I sbopid like to have 
your particular recollections), you would be 
astonished at the ftesent atate of oi^ ^ngyiage 
«^(ts ec^oinpeH in term of eil kiii|}s.»iid ii^ 
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wealth of j^iterature. Ail that copiousness aifd 
all tha% wealth have not hejped us one whit, 

o 

or rescued us from our degradation. Hence 
we are compelled , to journalism and author- 
ship in a foreign ton^e— Jto make English 
a kind oi second vernacular to us» if possible. 

o 

You have no idea of the enormous per«sonal 
sacrifice involved in this. 

English docs not offer us an earnest of 
future. It is those that cultivate Bengali who 
will be remembered hereafter by t^eir country- 
men, as they are most -re^d now. But we who 
^rite in English have to make this sacrifice for 
the Fatherland. 

•You concluded with a suggestion — "Why 
d» you not publish an account of your life as 
Minister of Tippera?” The answer is — be- 
cause I might then ^compromise my master 
and the little State I served. And, seqmdly, 
because ‘1 might thereby close the only 
career open to me <n Native India. *British 
oflSciab try their utmost to keep aUe and 
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Writing natives out of the Native j^tates, and 
any* indiscretion <>n my part would arifi thenv^ 
with a deadly weapon against me and the 
class of aspiring ^ natives educated in 

Western learning jvho^^can manage States. 

8» ® 

However, 1 have done the. next best thing 
— published a small volume of “ Travels through 
Bengal to Tippera," giving glimpses of life 
in a Native State, and It now awaits an ade- 

qils.s rairiotu <V^<X) yOUf pCfl. 

Yours truly, 

• « 

^MBHU C. MOOKERJEE- 
Mookerjee made the acquaintance of Sir 
Howard Russell, the king bf war correspond- 
ents, during H. R. H. the Prince of WalA’ 
visit in the cold weather of 1875-76. Sir 
Howard, it will bepi^membered, was a promi- 
nent member of the Prince's suite through- 
out «ti)at memorable excursion, and afterwards 
became its chronicler. In a note from the 
royal camp he writes *^1 hope to he aide, 
ere I leave 'India, and indeed after I have 
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rfone so, tof improve our acquaintance by letter.” 

• ^ 

His anticipation was realieeci, as the following 

' o 

letter will show : — 

From Dr, H. Russell. 

P^coia SentineH.'i,” ^ 
I«chcra, June 23, 1883, 

My dear Sir, — Your letter of the irth April 
last, after as itiany unconscious wanderings 
as Ulysses and far more extensive scope of 
travel, came here to me at last,* and here your 
answer, if sent by return post, wiy find me, I 
fear: for I am trying the ^irtues of rtiese world- 
renowned waters in the cure of anno domini 
rheumatism and some of the other ills *that 
fl€sh^is heir ta It would give me sincere ^ 
regret if my silerfce could have led you to sup- 
pose I neglccted your coftionunication wilfully, 

I went to Egypt this^ time twelvemonth as an 
amateur, for 1 was not allowed to be a profes- 
sional, atid I only returned from the scene of 

• • 

very interesting events a ^ort time ago, lakt Up 
with fe^ver Mid debitity. If " Eektsnd Rayytt ’* 
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is sent to my office I will have it forv^rded, anti 
I shall accede with pleasure to your l-equest 
for an exchange with the “ Army and Navy 
Gazette.” My small experience of India has led 
me to take a profpunc^ interest in the country 

and its people and to appreciate the capacity 

0 

of s^ch men as Salar Jung and Madhava Rao 
in the highest work of government ; but I am 
sorry to say our general knowledge of the 
greatest empircpever given to an alien -race to 
rule for good has not been warmed by the 
breath of sympathy, without*^ which the finest 

c ® 

administrative talents are as hollow brass and 
tinkling cymbals. As I ‘wrote in 1858-59, 
If England loses India it will be from waTit 
of sympathy with its people.” I am not suffi- 
ciently versed in the merits of the controversy 
over the Ilbert Bill which has caused so 
muck Jieat to express an opinion, but I confess 
I have $0 much faith in Lord Ripon’s ' sense of 
justice that I woul^ be inclined primA*facie to 
support any aoeasure he Givoured. even if all 
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dbgs of wai|^ in the Mofussil and all the powers 

i 0 ** 

of opiSmdom and indigodvm were ranged 
against it 

So far there are perils in advance and in retreat,^ 
and perhaps it would h^ve ^ been the safest 
course if the Government had waited a little 

o 

longer till some good case appeared foib the 
reform or extension of the jurisdiction of native 
Magistrates, 

I intend to get back to Englahd, and indeed 
I was looking for a seat in Parliament I heed 
not say, without any-ambi^ion to do®more than 
make my experience useful, for I have no 
personal aims to serve ; but the luxury erf a 
sefit Js too costly, and besides I am an im- 
possible politician, for I am a Tory and yet 
a Liberal 1 believe in a l0^»i and conservative 
attachment to the monarchy and the fullest 
exercise of all the best powers of a Republic, 
and I have a fervent faith in the force which 
Justice gives aStatehnd the repose and se- 
curity which can amt mutt het wnjoyed ^ by 




13* 


LETTERS. 


evvy Empire whose rulers obey thft commantl 
— “ Be just and . fear not." 

o 

I am, my dear Sir, 
Yours truly, 

W. H. Russell. 

From Major Evans Boll. 

no. Holland Road, 

Kensington, W., London, July 27, 1883 
Dear Sir, — You will see by the copy of the 
Times giving iln account of our proceedings ol 
the 23rd iQstant, that the Liberal friends ol 

o 

India hereliave not ^enidllT in supporting the 
recent policy of Lord Ripon, and the ticket ll 
enclose will remind you of the next step that is 
about to be taken. But of course the,. mSst 
important piece of news by this mail — wHkh 
you will have re%dived by telegrams many 
hours before I can post tjiis letter — is the satis- 
factd^y reception and reply given by Lord Kim- 
berley to the deputation from Sir Alexander 
« • 

Arbuthnot’s Angio-Indkln Commitflse. But 
neither we nor. you mast relax our eflbrts till 
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aB danger Jis past of any serious rriodificatipn 
of the You probably Jcnow something 
of the labour and anxiety and endless details 
in getting up a successful public meeting— but 
you can have little notion of what it is in this 
great world of London. Do not you, or any 
Indian, fail to remember that nearly all •the 
credit of our work here at this crisis is due 
to Mr, Hodgson Pratt, whose noble exertions 
on behalf of every good cause cah never be too 
highly appreciated. I have wrappec^ up in the 
Times one of the ^o^bili| drawn up by Mr. 
Fratt and widely circulated among the work- 

I 

ing men’s clubs, of which there are more 
th^ 80 in London. Of the small handbills, 
onep»of which I enclose, 10,000 have been dis- 
tributed. The Anglb-India»i<!];ommittee cannot 
venture to hold a real public meeting. The 
Radical artizans would spoil any such mej^tng 
by their voices and votes. 

Believe die, very truly yours, 
Evans Bsix. 
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From Major Evans Bel^ 

Bo^stoii, Untied States of America, 
December 24, 1883. 

My dear Sir, — I received your letter of the 23rd 
of September at ^NevitsYork, U. S., more than a 

month ago, but have been so constantly on the 

« 

move, seeing as much as can be seen, and 'doing 
as much as can be done, in a brief tour of two 
months, in this great and wondetful country, 
(larger than laill Europe, and peopled by 55 
miflions of the Anglo-Saxon race^ that I have 

never had time to answ«f^ 4 t. If Mr. IfCnight, 

• • 

as I doubt not he will, publishes in the 
Statesman a short abstract of the lectures on 
the British Empire in India that I have been 
delivering here, it will give you some notion 

m 

of what I mean when I say that I have been en- 
deavouring to take a new departure in Indian 
politics, and to suggest to the foremost men of 

India the principles on which their claims to 

0 ^ 

enfranchisement shoatd be made to vest, and 
from which 4bey should not tolerate any with* 
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dcawal or ^minution. 

But I tBink I can do better work in London, 
having struck the keynote that I wanted. It is 
clear now that the opponents of the 
Bill have so far succefded^ as to keep up 
the unconstitutional and anarchical distinction 

-I 

between the Indian and the European citizen, 
or rather the Indian subject and European 
citizen. At this main point we in England 
ought to hammer away day after day, expos- 
ing, denouncing and ridiculing it from evfery 
point dT view, anwH«&ag each objection as it 
arises. 

But this can never be done until the true 
champions of a British Empire have an organ 
of own. The work must be done or it 
will not be done at hll, in <»l^ndon. Men like 
Col. Osborn and ♦ ♦ have every qualifica- 
tion but funds. We are at the great crisis^uow, 
and the (Opportunity will soon pass away. 

Believe me, sincerely Vours, 
^VANSBfLL, 
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To Mr. G. Vencataramani^h. 

Editor of l(ic “ IndiaH Leisure Huurf’ 

O 

Vilianagram. 

Reis and Rayyet Office, 
August 14, 1883. 

Dear Sir, — I duly received your note of the 
sot^i ultimo and the pages of ‘^The Indian 
Leisure Hour” accompanying. 

. Sdrangadhara is, indeed, a most promising 
production, and I have resolved to give it 

the widest publicity in our paper. .You will, 

c- • 

I trust, ejccuse me forj^UJ^fe^Win^' the ®fact of 
its original publication. It is my practice to 
acknowledge the source from which I derive 
anything, however trifling. There are journals 
which habitually pilfer ideas and net^s^nd 
even whole paragj'aphs and articles from R*is 
and Rayyet without acknowledgment. To 
these too I give their due whenever I borrow 
from them, though of late, at the instance of 
friendh, I am, by* way of reprisal, adopting a 
syjHem of %dmitttng quotations without nam* 
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isg the scmrce. I make this statement be- 
cause it goes against my grain to print* thtf 
poem as if it was our own. But I do this bn 
purpose, and in the interest of the poem it- 

^ * a 

self. People do no^ care for a piece that .has , 

appeared before. Few would look into even a 

© 

little known work of a great poet, if. published 
in a newspaper. “ Oh ! they have filled their 
columns with a long extract,” or “It is old 
chaff," they say. When the source from which 
a piece is derived happens to be obscure, the 
ihanc^ attending to it is still le.ss. 

• o 

A. fortnightly publication of a distant dis- 
trict of the Benighted Presidency can hardly 
hope to command *an audience of the general 
pu^Jid! When that journal is a native affair, the* 
thing is out of the question. It is an unhappy 

prejudice, no doubt, but there is no help for it. 

♦ 

Appearing from time to time, in fragments, 
in “ The Iqdtan Leisure Hour,” the, poem 

>n«y be ^aid to have received no publication 

• , 

M yet. I wished to five it every advantage and 
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have accordingly published it as if ^it were om 
bwvL My object, indeed, is twofold. I wish to 
encourage the young author by bringing out his 

o 

work under the most favourable circumstances. 

© (h 

Th^jappearance of a poem jp a high class jour- 
nal of literature as well as politics is no ordinary 

o' 

recommendation ; it is tantamount to an appre- 
ciative criticism. In the next place, I mean to 
test the literary calibre of our public. We have 
got, I suspect, few true judges of high literature. 
Poetry is still less understood, I fear, h will be 

c • 

interesting to wa^ch the essay 

0 C* 

in English verse by a native of India. Hereeef- 
ter, there, will be time enough to surprise the 
public with the origin of the work. Meanwltile, 
’please communicate this letter to your ^^ng 
friend. His poem has many defects to be sure, 
but there is stuff ift him. Let him go on and 
prosper. I need scarcely say that I long to 
know ,his name and all p^ticulacs about him, 

I 

his birth, his education and pursuits. Yours, dee,, 

SAMBtli; C, Mookerjeb. 
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To\Mr. G. Venkata Appa Rao. 

Scpieinber^ i;?, 1883. 

My dear Mr. Venkata Appa Rao, — I duly 

* 

received your two letters of the 29th August 

O p 

and 4th September current. I am glad that 
you have taken the trouble to write so 

O >ft 

fully. I take a great interest in, the career of a 
young poet like you and the accounts of your 
life are most welcome. The discouragements 
you have experienced are nothing extraord^ 
nary ; every writer of genius or any originality, 
cerRBTr!5::^ must reckon upon them, 

'^till less reason is there to wonder at your 
travail. The number of men 4 hat understand 

9 

gbod literature is small in every land. Those 
th^understand poetry are still fewer. Look 
at the fate of poets in Europe ! In India, the 
case is desperate. ® The Anglo-Indians, though 
educated, are not a learned oor critical class. 
What shall we say of the na^tives ? A native 
writer ift under peculiar disadvantage. . The 

natives generally wait upon the European iudg- 

10 
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ment. Even the knowing ones are |oo pruden'^ 

to risk tfieur opinion. The. Europeans are apt 
• ® 
to regard a native’s attempt to court the Muses 

in a EurofNean tongue as almost ^an imperti- 
nence, rather |han an act of {Rashness, which, no 
doubt, it is. The spectacle of a black fellow, 
not content with writing prose, going so far as 
to dabble in metre, is apt to deprive them 
of the legitimate exercise of reason. Then 
fhe modern blank verse that you attempt in 
Sdrangadhara fs far Q;qm popular, I suspect. 
The jingling rhymes of Po]^ Otcupy 
the minds of men and pass for true poetr^l 
But never raindi Don’t be discouraged. You 
have parts. Improve them by cultivaticJh. 
Read anfl reflect. Read not poetry only^^uj 
ail kinds of books. Above all, observe. Ob- 
serve man and nature and thlir worl<;;5. Travel, 
if you get an opportunity. If not, make the 
most of your immediate neighbourhood. % Go 
into the remote villages, the^woods, tBe hills ; 
go jo the kea-sbore ; watch the sun and the 
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moon ; wat|h clouds and storms ; watch sun- 
beams and the dew ; ^ watch the stars of 
Heaven and the thunder and lightning and 
the waves of old ocean. Watch waterf^ls 
and the running briooks^ Nor forget to notice 

the beautiful and the uncomely in the hu- 

# • 

man form divine. And, last not least, fol- 
low the operations of the heart, your own 
and others ' ; measure their strength as well 
•as weakness. Remember® what others have 
remarked on these things, b^ut never depend 
upon otlI?l^^»iwwt your ownself, give tether 
to your own powers. You must read a good 
deal, but inasmuch as you write in *3 tongue 
not y<^t own, you must master the language. 
Read ^^ttafully, to see how those to the man- 
ner born express the«i%:lves. At first you 
must imitate others until you acquire com- 
mand sufficiently to chalk out, if possible, 
a new path suiting your genius. If you write 
from true inspi/htion, when full of your subject, 
you cannot fail to succeed, Mofe hereafter. 
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Ye», do give us a satire on the pre^dht contro- 
versy by way of a relajcation. 

Yours most truly, 
Sambhu C- Mookerjee. 

To Mr. Venkata 'Appa Rao, 

December 28, 1^84. 

My dear Appa Rao, — I have just returned froip 
Tippera and so read your affectionate enclos- 
ure to the business* communication address- 
ed to me as Editor. * And as I have plenty of 
leisure I had better answer it at once,- though 
I have no other |)aper ^o ivrf're' upori but this 
crumpled sheet of the Business Department. 
Anything'to show regard and affection, if the 
feeling be real ! .And for ourselves, we descend- 
ants of gymnosophists are used* to Ihki^jbe our 
thoughts on palm suitl plantain leaves and 
bark. 

■ —7 

* III lb j first iiisunce the words were “ ofiScial ” and 
“ aecustomjd.” They w^re then altered to * “ business ” 
and “ used.” Reference is made* to these alterations a 
fewslittM loww down. 
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Your lelt|r does not require prompt attentjon, 
bul^^s you tbok up to me for advice, thqre is 
always a reas6n for writing whenever I can 
afford the time : the disposition is always prff- 
sent. Nor need I in want of materials. I 

■3 0 

may chat with you on paper when in the mood, 
with perhaps some little advantage to yourselfT 
Suppose, for instance, I criticise my own writ- 
ing — this very letter. I may tell you, what 
might interest you to know, that I have penned 
through the word “ accustomed ” not because 

. O 

ft is a inaccurate or infelici- 
tous, but because t wished to show that a 
simpler word woqld do, and be perhaps more 
expressive because it is downright English, 
which t|j^ pther is not. You must be aware of 
this. One who has read so much of the best 
poetry in the language, specially of the un- 
sophisticated earlier period, one, indeed, who 
is a poet into the bargain, cannot but be 
familiar with «the^ first principles of a pure, 
idiomatic, nervous diction. But 1 wished to 
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pres.ent another example to you^ which is 

naturally fascinated by the music ofSrolumi|i«us 
* 

words and of rolling periods, iA order to give 
if confidence in its knowledge and taste. You 
see I have been breaking th^ rule myself in the 

0 ® 

la$t sentence, but then the rule has its excep- 

0 » <2 

tion — in fact, there are more rules on the sub- 
ject than one. The Latin part of the language 
is not to be despised. There can be no rhythm, 
generally speaking, .no wide sweep of sound,o 
without its help. 

Again for “ of^cial,” I sub|]:itolfr?i^«i^hess * 
as the right word in the opening sentence. 
“ Official ” would have done equally, or better 
perhaps, in the way of literary expression^ But 
I was afraid you might, on my .a)|thority, 
describe such a letter as yours to the editor 
by the same word in a matter-of-fact business 
way. In that way it is a “ business letter.” 
To call it “ official ” is to speak of it in a rather 
ormal way. 

Thus you* see I have come to the end of pay 
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space ! glad to see your list of reading. 

It ^^comprehensive and very creditable to your 
years. At another time -I shall make some 
remarks on the subject Just now I mifst 
hasten to dinner which is announced. 

I am obliged to you for your kind wish that 
my evening may be happy and tranquil. I 
can scarcely hope so. I have a great capacity 
for enjoyment and a disposition to tranquility. 
oBut those who have a strong sense of duty 
and desire to live for their country and the 

• o 

Vorld, obscure \ sphere or way, 

must be prepared for misery. But I am called 
again and must close with my qjost affec- 
tionate regards. 

Yours, 

S^MBHU C. MOOKERJEE. 

To Mr. G. Venkata Appa Rao. 

Jiii)uarx27, 1884. 

My dear Bard, — I duly received your several 

0 

letters and muct ^pologi^ for my loilg silence. 
TIve fact is, I have been very busy, and besides 
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knew you would be so too, between|iJrose and 
poetry, examination and recreation. Even nflw 
I do not intend to disturb you in the midst 
of ^our serious occupations with a long letter. 
But it is time enough ^to »end you an assur- 
ance that your correspondent lives. How long 
do you stay at Madras ? Let me hear all 
about your examination and society there. 
Who are the leading men as regards letters 
and politics and position ? Who are your best® 
public speakers I should like to hear also 
of the social and political IVhat*" 

are the prospects of widow marriage ? I see 
that native society was divided on the subject 
of®the party to Mr. Carmichael. What Js the 
opinion on the subject now ? Are the '^fluen- 
tial gentlemen who hcyipured the retiring mem- 
ber of the Government ashamed of themselves 
or the worse thought of by the public ? Are 
th« promoters of the counter-demonstration ad- 
mired for* their cour&ge ? Havt they been in 
bad odour with the Europeans since ? What do' 
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they say poor Mr. Wallace? But f.fear 
tha^;, like Napoleon the Great, I am too. much 
given to asking questions. You may answer 
at leisure, or not at all. 

Vizianagram has^ come with a heap oF camp- 

• 

followers. I expected a visit from the bright- 
est of the nine gems of his sab/ia, but you have 
not yet turned up. So I conclude you are hard 
at work at Madras. 


Yours sincerely, 
Sambhu,C. Mookerjee. 

From Major Evans Bell. 

xio, Holland Road, 
London, VV., Feb. 8, 1884. 

My d^r„ Sir, — By this time I calculate that a 
brief abstract of the lectures I lately delivered 
in the United States of America may have 
been published* in the Calcutta “^Statesman, ” 
and, { should hope, would have received, some 
attention from Unless I am* very ij^uch 

mistaken, 1 haVe in these lectures taken 
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a ney departure and set forth an |i*telltgible 

principle, which all educated Indian^, — if tl^re 
• 

is any political instinct stirring aniong them, — 
should adopt as their central idea and animat* 
ing doctrine in every appeal ^nd effort for their 
emancipation from the usurped supremacy of 
European birth and blood. That pretended 
supremacy — very real, by the bye, in many 
aspects — has no true warrant in international 
law or in the municip^ law of Great Britain. I 
regard it as- utterly incompatible with Imperial 

(9 ■ 

stability and wi^h sincere 

should set before yourselves the watchword 

“ British subject, British citizeq,” and though 

you may accept concessions and instalments, 

never profess to be content with anytbii^ less 

than the full recognitipn of that Imperial 

axiom. At present you really have not the full 

rights of an Jndian citizen in India, You must 

assert yourselves boldly and (irmly, but without 

% 

bitterness. • You will slo noting against Eu- 
ropean pridc^ prejudice, and class interests 
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without a J distinct ideal and irreducible^ de- 
mand. I could carry on a grand carnpaign 

• 

here on these lines — but my campaign, I fear, 
is over. I had never resources or materiefls* 

<1 . o 

for such a fight ^against principalit?es and 
powers, and I am now fairly beaten and 
do not expect to live in London much 
longer. 

Believe me, 

Sincerely yours, 

Evans Bell. 

• o 

Sir'^vi^illUjgo^lIgnte^ has suffered severely at 

o ^ 

the hands cff literary pirates. There is a large 
class of men, wt\,o, without a vestige of original 
power and destitute even of the minor gift^of 
ploddiijg industry, are always prepared to pick 

the brains of a successful author. Sir William’s 

• • 

Brief History of India had been hashed up 
for service as a schoolbook by one of these 
professional pilferers. His just anger, as well 
as his higk sense of the dignity of kttersrare 
fully expressed in the next letter. . 
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From Mr. IV. W. Huntef^.^ 

Middleton^Street, , 
Calcutta, February 29, 1884. 

"KTy dear Sir, — I am obliged for your little para- 
graph a1>out the piratical abridgment of my 
Brief History, and 1 shall look forward with 
interest to the further remarks which you pro- 
mise. I believe it is to the true interest of 
the Indian Press to denounce such action on 
the part of the book-paker, for nothing reflects 
deeper or . more widespread disgrace on the 
literature of a country 
Men of letters in India must be careful of the 
growing reputation of the literary profession 
and of the literiry class. I have too slight 
an interest in the book itself to tajce^ notice 
of the ignoble felonies u^on it, but I think you 
are rendering service to Indian literature by 
protesting against them. 

I am, 

• Very faithfully yours, 
W. W. Hunter. 
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{From Major Evans Bell. 

no, Holland Road, 

9 

London, W., Feb. 29, 1884. 

- -M- 

Dear Sir, — I have written to you more than 

once urging you ^to adopt as your political 

minimum and tdtimatum the principle *of 

“ British subject, British citizen.** That definite 

and intelligible demand forms a sufficient 

centre for the whole programme of political 

emancipation. You may have seen in the 

Statesman during January and February (Feb- 

*ruarj^^dws th? last I have Received) some as- 
« « 

sertions of this principle. These are all of my 
writing — though sometimes Mr. Kn^ht takes a 
few gf my sentences and frames them in |)ne 
of his own articles. It is on this line that the 
battle must' be foughj. and the line of battle 
is not as yet half developed. And .although 
you can not be too active an^ stirring on 

o 

your own ground, I think you understand 
almost as wall as 1 do that prog(fbss 
towards victory can only be mode here— in 
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London. 1 will add that it can onl|r~ be made 
through the Radical party, which is Vapidly* be- 
coming the strongest element in Liberal 

politics. Take to mind what I wrote to you 
regarding a paper to be c managed by Col. 

t • 

Osborn and • * . In them you have a 
force that ought not to be wasted or turned 

in other directions. 

• • * 

■Believe me, truly yours, 
Evans Bell. 

To Mr. Q, Venkata Appa Rtio. 
o o 

Calcutta, May 20, 1884. 

My de%r young Bard, — Yqu see, I find no 
di^culty in addressing you — that is, since I 
have had the happiness of knowjng you. 
Before that I must Jifve experienced some 
difficulty. In point of fact you obviated it by 
your first copious communication giving an 
account of yourself. I always find myself 
in a fix 'ih writing to a strajigev, especially an 
Oriental, for .the first time. 
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June 3. 

There ! Vhere you may read my defence* for 
© 

my long silence, including my seeming neglect 
of your affectionate despatch of the 2nd May ! 
There you may see how unjust is you^natutal 
suspicion that I do not ?eciprocate your feeling^ ! 
After weeks of ineffectual wishing, I at last sat 
down on the 20th to give you a reply, determin- 
ed to finish my epistle at that sitting, but lo ! 
^before I had fairly plunged into the introduc- 
tion 1 was peremptorily inferrupted, and the 
scswcely note was lost; jn the mass of 

unfinished MSS. oiTai^ editor's ®table. I have 
today lighted upon it and shall try to add to it 
a few^entences, if 1 cannot finish it. 

I was . saying that I never experienced 
any difficulty in addressing Europeans, be- 
cause I knew their cusfoms ; and whether I 
approved of them or not, it was sufficient that 
they were their own. I had only «to write 
to them as tBey would^ write am<)pg them- 
selves, and this I 'could do without compunc- 

t . • 
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tion. Not so with our Indian bretl?ren. Here 

the ground is wholly uncertain. V^e are not 
' © 
sure what will be .acceptable — the idea varies 

with individuals. * * The reason lies on 

th% surface. We are Orientals, employing an 
\yestern tongue. *o * ^ Just as we easily lapse 
4nto our vernacular idiotisms 'in our® conversa- 
tion and writing, so we are addicted to Indian 
forms of address and superscription in our cor- 
respondence. Perhaps, we all have a sneaking^ 
preference for oui^own. Nationality is hard to 
suppress. Oriental languages are ^h in ,eti- 
quette of all kinds. 9" contrary, the Eng- 
lish has far too few forms of epistolary address. 
Its barrenness is not calculated to satisfy us. 
\^hat wonder then, that we should show, even 
in English correspondence, a tendency to differ- 
entiate varieties of %tlition and feeling ? For 
instance, my Brahmanic aristocracy revolts 
at the idea of ^rV-ing a Sudra. Sir is translated 
in Bengali or Sanscrit MaMs&ya—^ common 

enough tertn of address among us, but, stric# 

# • 
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speaking# Q)ne to be given to Brahmans only. 
This speciality of the word has becn^ almost 
lost under the influence of our modern system 
of education in British India and in the pro-^ 
gress of democratic ideas of equality, buf it 
was very well understoodoin the past . J^ow-a- 
days w^ mahdsaya each other and. everybody 
of respectable appearance and dress. There is 
no distinction between Brahmans and Sudras 
tin the forms of speech or spoken language. 
Formerly few would think of saying mahdsaya 
tq a nqn-Brahman. The Brafeman who used 
such an address tov^r^p the Sudra would be 
regarded as either very ignorant or very servile. 
Good Sudras would themselves be shfDcked at 
being so addressed by the chie,f of the twice- 
born. • About the use of Sir — the English 
equivalent of Mahdsh ;^ — there is .still less 
difficulty, if possible. The etiquette that 
differentiates class from class is ednfined to 
vernaculai' cogrespondeiKe. In B^ngali^the 
^istolary forms reserved for Brahmans would 

II 
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never be employed towards other cSistes. But 
there is,n6 such distinction in Engliilh. We in- 
discriminately bandy terms of respect between 
ourselves. In English we are all equal. 1» 

e 

perhaps, Sm the. sole representative of old 
world ^mpunction— ®the one remnant of the 
dark ages lingering yet in a time of ^"enlight- 
enment. For I am about the sole repository 
of the knowledge and the feeHngs of the past* 

and I cling to time-honoured traditions with^ 
« 

a sentimental attachment. It goes against my 
grain to subscdbe myself Obedient ,:Serva<nt 
to any Hindu,® and I generally avoid sir-mg 
non-Brahmans. 

June ^2. 

Not that I have been always so mirvied in my 
younger days. When I was at college ahd for 
some years after, I was radical and demo- 
cratic, but the phase passed away, and latterly 
I think f®have come to a truer estimate of 
things, appreciating differences and Submitting 
to nature. But vou should not run awav with 
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' the notiorV that I am unduly vain of my 
caste, lookikig down upon others, &c., &c. *I 
know no illiberality. I ha.vt always been a 
seeker for truth and an asserter of justice in 
everything. My lang^iage, I know, deceives? 
I scold and ridicule. It is^’hard to suppress 
the workings of a vivacious fancy. But I 
never teally despise. As I rigidly exact from 
my own consciousness justice to others, I have 
schooled myself to contemn no man, — nay, no 
thing. I am disposed to see the fitness of all 
things. argument to my Aiiriman is — If 

• o 

the Lord Almighty can permit a being or thing 
exist, why should not I, who cannot conquer 
my own head-aches ? That does not dispose 
of the master entirely, in all its -aspects, but 
the thought is well calculated to subdue pride 
"^nd conceit, to bring us® fiown to our proper 
evel, to open our eyes to the fitness of things. 

' t has certainly been of the highest useoto me 
my struggle, within myself, with j^sion. 

■ recomnaend It to alf who seek me or listen 
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to me in earnest My dear young* eBrahman, 

tiie ^on of Bharadwaja (I need not t^Il you that 

0 

it is myself) could liot send you from the banks 
of the Bhagirathi, in famed Aryavarta, a mantra 

more^ precious. Sir Whiter Scott, notwith- 

♦ 

^standing the librafy he had written, conceiv- 
ed that he had something left to say be- 
fore he left the world, and he said it to his 
dear son-in-law—" Be a good man, John.” 
Easier said than done, might Lockhart reply.' 
The difficulty is about the way. The Kishis, 
ancient and 'tnodern, are usually ^lent. . The 

G o' 

consideration I have mentioned will, I venture 
to think, be found as successful as any other. I 
see f have digressed ; but I will not, having 
regard to the importance of the master, apolo- 
gise. Apart from that, the complaint against 
digression is not* Fegitimate in this behalf. 
Digression is the very soul of epistolary cor- 
respo«5ence. Friendly letters, to my mind, 
ought pot to be stately narratives, or r^dly 
construed statements, or* elaborate arguments 
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They should be of the nature of familiar 
interco^irse. For my part, I love to lalk 
with you through the post, giving myself up 
to the bent of the hour or the suggestion o[ 
the moment, the more S9 as I cannot ho^e to 

see you within any reasonable period. 

• ^ 

Here I had better close. I began on the 20th 
May and this is the 22nd June — more than a 
month to write a single letter ! What are you 
about ? Did you commence the* political poem 
you contemplated ? Try your hand at ballads 
and stanzas iii differen^rnetres. Your versifica- 
tion is defective. Only ^constant practice can 
#■ 

give you an easy, smooth, bounding pen. 

Vale !. 

Sambhu C. Mookerjee. 

From Professor H. McNeil. 

• # 

123, Tuik Street, 

San Francisco, Dec. 5, 1884. 

Dear Doctor, — Permit me to introduA my- 
«elf to you. I tm Professor pf Materia -Jlfedica 
in thfc Hahnemann Medical College of San 
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Francisco. I am now engaged in collecting the 

characteristics of the homceopatnic ^ateria 

Medica for publication. Having read your letter 

^o the American Institute of Homoeopathy 
• ® 
dated April 1873 seeing how much 

• • 

« valuable material you are able to contribute 
* * <» 
to such a work, I make bold to ask you 

to either inform me where I can find such 

if published, or if not published, if you 

would be so kipd as to furnish me with as^ 

many- of the characteristics as you can con- 

veniently fur^iish to m^ When the work is 

published, you wifi receive credit for every 

symgtom incorporated in tjie work. 

Very respectfully, 

H. McNeil. 

From Ma^or Evarts Bell. 

National Liberal Club, 
London, June 25, 1885. 

Dear •Sir, — I really forget whether, when I for- 
warded' you a copy of my MttHoir tf Gtncrttl 
I accompanied it by a letter or nbt 1 
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have bee?i^ for Several months in such a dis- 
tracted anc> confused state, owing partly to ill- 
ness, partly to troubles wKich contributed to 

bring on that illness, that I have lost count 

• 

of time and cIrcumsAnces. I know I wi'ote 
briefly to you a short time before the* pub- ^ 
lication, bficause a very kind paragraph in 
Reis and Rayyet reminded me of the fact. 
The illness and Untoward events above re- 
ferred to both delayed and curtailed the 

<7 

last chapter of the book, which I had in- 
tended to be much longer, ahrf had hoped 
to make of some im^rtance. The present 
political crisis here forms a most valuable 
opportunity for Indian reformers at the 
centre of Imperial affairs — of whom there are 
so few — if they, were only able to take ad- 
vantage of it. I am, as ydb know, a Radical 
myself, but I recognise the value of the oc- 
casional advent of Conservatives to power, so 
far as it brings younger and fresher min(^s«to J||he 
exercise of executive power and opens to them 
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the arena and the archives of bur btifeaucratic 
system. It was owing to an accidental and 
temporary conjuncture of that nature, very 
much like the present one, that we saved the 
l^ate®of Mysore from annexation in 1867. 
.Lord ’Randolph Churchill has comparative 
* youth, freedom from departmehtal attachments, 
and great courage, with a burning desire to dis- 
tinguish himself during th^ few months of 
authority that he will enjoy (for you may rely^ 
on it the Tories will be swept away at the 
General EeleAibn). Under the strange dtsad- 
vantages of my actoal %ituation, I shall endea< 
vour to make some impression on him. He 

e> • 

seems to have acquired some ideas of a healthy 
tendency during his flying tour through India. 

I want to see your Associations ’directing 
their attention and* their efforts at certain 
great principles — what we call fighting to 
points •and sticking to them. One. of these 
I have ^briefly for^muiated in ethe last page 
but one of •“Briggs” — “Union but not 
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formity.” • This strikes at once at annexation 

and at ov^r-legislation. “ Perfect citizenship 

0 

for every British subject that is another, 
directed against race distinctions, very im- 
perfectly broken dow^ as yet — for the Jlbert 
Bill, as modified, was a trifle, — and which con- 
stitute political slavery. 

All these points, and the financial question, 
though calling for dvery species of activity in 
^India, cannot be so well fought out there as in 
London. I feel I could do much in the five or 
ten years of active life that mSly be left to 
me, but I feel that niy resources are at an 
end. Twenty years of struggle against the 
Indian Civil Service — the real enemy — have 
beaten me« at last. I see that progress has been 
made, an3 that this is the time for redoubling 
our blows, but I shall litve no part in the 
victory, should it come in our days. I *am 
at present, in every sense beaten out»of the 
field, for I have no house in Lon^jl^^n — or 
elsewhere— and piy only address k as above* 
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1 know how the brief period of C&fiservative 
power should be utilized here, and f trust that 
in India you will not allow the occasion to pass 
away without some decided movement. 

Believe m%, sincerely yours, 
Evans Bell. 


The following letter is short, bift it brings 
many of the Doctor’s characteristics into strong 
relief. The “ despatch ” wai an article in 
aHi/ Rayyet He never failed to show gratitude 

o 

for the slightest services. The " old gentle- 
man ” is Rajk Rajendralala Mitra, who prac- 


tically edited the Hindoo Patriot after the 
death of Babu Kristodas Pal. Mookerjee 

® o 

had marked with sorrow the deterioration 

• • 

of the paper towards the success jof which 
he had largely contributed. 

The “ Brahman h^ghbour ” was a resident 
df Sibpur of small means, who had been driven 
by the .Howrah Municipality to obtain redress 
in thefijffil court. Mookerjee fejt for the old 
Brahman as. for a relative ; and the stoty of 
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his suflfefihgs was afterwards told in the co- 
lumns of and Rayyet in a trenchant at- 

o 

tack on local bumbledom* Mookerjee^s re- 
verence for age was sincere and deep. The 
“old gentleman” in tne last sentence vv?^ his 
correspondent’s father, wh6m Mookerjefe® ad- ^ 
mired as a brilliant conversationalist and a 
man of very liberal views. 

The postscript rfefers to Ram Sharma ” or 

Ram,” the poet of Mookerjee's Magazine and 
% ^ 

Reis and Rayyet. 

To Babu Kisari Mohan Gfinguli. 

O 

July 2, 1885. 

My dear Kisari, — Thanks for your despatch. 

I am glad you are getting on tolerably well 
0 « 

with the .old gentleman. I hope he will ap- 
preciate you unselfishly enough to provide you 
suitably and honourably “blB the Patriot, which* 
badly wants looking after, especially after the 
depths to which it was brought dowh»on the 
death of poor^ristodas. 

Why don’t you* do the thing for your 
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® o 

Brahman neighbour ? I have no time, I assure 
you, to go through the papers. 

How is the old gentleman? My pronams to him. 

Yours affectionately, 

SambI^u C. Mookerjee. 

© 

P.*S . — By the bye, Ram Babu is made miser- 
able by the Public Library takeeds (reminders) 
for the copy of the Gita he got for you from 
there. Do send it back, how you have done 
reviewing it 

S. C M. 

The next tetter will speak for itself. "It is 

o ^ 

full of interest, relating* as it does to the policy 
which Mookerjee consistently endeavoured to 
adopt in the conduct of R. & R. The^reat 
fault of Cahrutta journals is theii> note of 
provinciality. They cannot be read at Madras 
or Bombay, Lahor^ *or even at Allahabad 
with any interest. As an experienced editor, 
whose edeal was a lofty one, Mookerjee always 
sought* prevent l|is contributots from taking 
up subjects *of purely local interest *His. 
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control o9e'r them was as close and searching 
as a Roinan centurion’s over his valiant 
infantry. 

The Anglo-Indian Poison Tree was an 
unauthorised translation of Babu Bivikim 

a 

Chander Chatterji’s Bis/ia Vriksha which ®saw 
the light about this time. 

The concluding sentences will show how 
strict Mookerjee was in speaking of qualifica- 
tions in a certificate or testimonial. He used to 
say that a great responsibility attached to 
persons giving characters to other! It is much 
to be lamented that thi^ responsibility sits very 

lightly on tM shoulders of many people. No- 
* • 
thing is more common than the use of superla- 

tives in .praising a person recommended to 

others (oi employment. 

O o 

To Babu Kisari Mohan Ganguli. 

Rtis and Rayyet Office, 
Calcatta, August «i, 188$. 
My dear Kisai^, — I have not read the sij’^cle on 
NutMalal CbatteriiVou allude to. The tact 
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is, I am averse to making the pap^i^a vehicle 
of local and personal grievances. We have al- 
ready sinned enough in that line and it is time 
to retrieve our character. It is this provinciality 
or lo^^lism that has, notwithstanding our bril- 

C 

^ lian^ s:onduct, beefi in the way of the general 
popularity of the journal, specially in the more 
distant parts of the Empire. Now that en- 
quiries are being made from Madras and 

Bombay and attention is being drawn to it events 

<1 

in England, it is time to make R. & R., 
what it professes to be, an imperial organ of 

o 

the most acTvanced Iis^dian thought and cul- 
ture. Sibpur and other places over the 
water*” have too much engrossed us. The case 
to which you. refer has already beep noticed 
in the Press, I believe, as much as* could be 
reasonably desired. ^ So let us employ our space 
and energies to better purpose. 

YeSi^you may damn the English or rather 
Anglotyidian “Poison Tree'* t^ your heart’s 
content, and you will bef in good com#^* 
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There are ®heaps of books and pamphlets to 
notice. f#e?st week I will send you a quantity. 

I attended to your application dutifully and 
will not lose sight of it when the time comes. 
I sent it through Satis to the Honorary Se- 
cretary, although Jogesh Vas right wb^n he 
told you that it was not on the clerk’s list. 
But there is no fear of its miscarriage. I have 
given you an elaborate character, which I dare 
say will console you somewhat as coming 
from one who, with some powers of discrimina- 

o 

tion, will never stoop to say what is . not. I 
hope the Union wiH hiave the luck to secure 
you. There would be little cause for mis- 
giving, were'^it not for our Brahmanicaf luck. 

I am^orry for the last paragraph in^your 

note. Yotf should not be so sensitive after 

« 

having seen so mifth of the world. You will 
only be miserable if you carry this feminine 
shrinking with you all through lije. Why can’t 
you brave the minor ills lik^ a.man ? And, 
after all, man}^ of . these ma_y be mere mares’ 
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nests of your own discovery. For rially I have 

no ideh of what you refer to. 

Yours affectionately, 

Sambhu C. Mookerjee. 

®The case alluded to in the next letter was 

one v%Wch made a cSnsiderable sensation at the 
♦ . ® 
time : but is now, happily, forgotten. Mr. R. 

Knight, editor of the Statesman, was prosecut- 
ed for libel by a European official attached to 
the service of the Maharaja of Burdwan. . I 
was able to tender my mediation and in-«' 

o 

duce Mr. Knight to make an apology foe 
charges which, inspired Ss they were by good 
faith and a love of justice, were none the 
less enttrely wanting in solid foundation. 

From 'Mr. Robert Knight. 

The ’ SMesman, 

3 , Chowringhee, 
Calcutta, Sept. 6, i886. 
Dear Mookegee, — * * ♦ I am most 

glad to see that you are so dexterously eliciting 
good out cyf evil io the case.^ It is (as you 
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say) most '^difficult and invidious work, but 
your natural gift of humour fits you for 
task in a very striking way. If / had 
but your sense of humour, I should have ac- 
complished what — withoat it — I ^^have giNico* 
up ail hope of doing. 

Yours, 

Very sincerely, 

R. Knight. 

From Mr. Robert Knight, 

The ^t^tesmaHy 
3, Choworinj^hee, 
Calcutta, August 30, 1886. 

My dear Mookerjee, — I delayed replying, to 
your note utitil I knew the result of this 

% O 

morning^s appearance. The case is postpon-’ 
«d to December, when the Chief Justice, will 
try it, if it comes to trial at all. 

Your articles have been admirable and they 

««h 

are a reflection upon the whole English 
Press. What becomes of the fr^dom of the 
Press, if ever)^ 'charge made against Govern* 

13 
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inent servants is to be answered by'" a criminal 
prosecution f 

I have refrained from saying more than t 
, felt we had a full right to. say. My sub. 

stupid « enough to reproduce that Delhi 
Gazette article, in spite of my “ orders ” t© pro- 
(fuce nothing on the subject. 

1 want much to talk With you. * * Reis 

and Rayyet is always brilliant, and I look 
out for it iihpatiently every Sunday. 

Yours most sincerely, 

R, KlfiGHT, 

The following is a very characteristic epistle^ 
Mookerjee’s anxiety for the health of his friends 
wa|, genuine. The causes of hf^ own break- 
down are also indicated here. The mwitiplicity 
of his avocations and the habitual sacrifice 
of his own interests » •friends’ seriously in- 
terfered with work and told on bis health. Few 
among thoee who had the honour* of knowing 
him were a^are how thoroughly unselfish he 
was. Even* when his whole * attention should 




: 
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have been focussed on his paper, he shrank 

O 

from giviftg^ a hint to friends not to take up 
his time.* One result was that he was oblig- 
ed, almost throughout life, to work at night 
and could rarely retire to# rest before two or 
three in the morning. 

The fear of ^ Sir George ” induced him to go 
to the Town Hall “ most rashly.'* There we 
have the man ! Babu Kally Prasanno Dey of 
the National Magazine is known among his 
Sriend's by that nickname. Dr. Mookefjee 

. o 

having • made an appoin»tment witlj him to 
go to the Gibbs’ memorial nieeting of which 
Babu Kally Prasanno was the chief promoter, 
he could not think of backing out at the 
eleventh ©hour. 

Many of^ his friends will reSd this letter with 
feelings of unavailing sorrow at the sacrifices 
which he made in order to receive their calls. 

To Babu Kisari Mohan Gangulu 

January 3, 18^ 

My deat Kisariy— I have been enquiring in the 
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office about you latterly, as it seemed an age 

O 

since 1 had heard of you> and I fe^t ^pprehen** 
sions of sickness^ unless you had gone away on 
some enterprise. But I could get no informa- 
tion. Had old Sadasiva not gone home I 

• • c 

would have known what it was. Your paper 
was going to Sibpur and all was thpught to 
be well. 

Unfortunately, Pratap was away, or eke I 
might have o learnt from him. Under the 

circumstances, I wished a man sent to enf^ 

© . 

quire. I ^feel a kind.of presentiment oT illness 
being the cause of your long mysterious silence. 
Xhe day that the man was to go or the day 
j)revious I learnt that you had been to 
•Janai and been long detained there^and had 
at length escaped to Sibpur with life and 
limb of self and family. I had myself been 
sufifbring from the last Bgayd^ off and on, for 
greater pa|t of the time, j could not 
take tiie change tha! I had intended and 
which had become so hec^ary ton] 
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health. I was not even able to take a peep 

% 

into the floijded districts. I intended to sur- 
prise you on one of my days of tolerable 

Jiealth, but the obligation to give audience 

■ '1 

to numbers of people swallows up all avaih 
able time and even hours for meals and 
sleep, and then the latter end of the week 
with its responsibilities comes upon me. 

I am suffering today, though I went out 
most rashly for an hour to tha Town Hall 
fer fe*ar of Sir George. On Friday night I 
thought*! had an attacl& of choler§. I was 
certainly in an agony an<f am still prostrate 
in the whole systety. * 

Yours affectionately, 
Sambhu C. Mookerjee. 

From Major Evans Bell. 

National Liberal Club- 
Trafalgar Square, 

London^ October r, 

My dear Sir, — 

Vour kind reef Sections and appitciation oCm 
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what I have done, or endeavoured to do, in the 
advocacy of a truly Imperial policyf for India, 
are even more encouraging and refreshing to 
me than the material help you have , placed, 
in^my way. Although ■ there have been some 
hopeful signs of late of attention being roused, 

o 

and of able men in public positions, strong 
and independent in their own private resources 
— the great essential — being drawn towards 
Indian affairs, the few of us who have worked 
at them for years, do not, on the whole, me^ 
with much encouragement. The only effectual 

o C ^ 

plan for keeping the subject alive, and for 
keeping influential men uf> to the mark, is 
J,hat of “ pegging away ” at them at every 
favourable occasion with that spedal know- 
ledge and that sound doctrihe-o-easily re- 
cognizable by the Liberal mind — which so 
fewVriters or publicists of any sort in London . 

poJIe ss. My i^eal machinery for transfotm- 

• • • 

ssjjV — for more than nform is wanted--the 
Government of India, is, as I fwve said 
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a weekly paper under the control of Colonel 

o 

Osborn * *, not exclusively or even 

specially devoted to Indian topics, but always 
on the watch and r^ady for the attack, 

Civil Service is the enemy, and the objective^ 
point in almost every advance towards a better 
policy. The chief principles we want to es-* 
tablish as accepted principles of the Liberal 
party are, in my opinion, 

I. British subject, British citizen — no dis- 
tinction to be recognized in law. 

• O 

II. * A constitution truly Impefial, — feder- 
al with reference to the Indian Principaiitie.«, 
on their conforming to certain conditions 
defining the princely prerogative and limiting 

princeljf expenditure — partially represented ^ 
* a 

tive in British Provinces, with the right of 
interpellation in open Coue^cil. 

The ultimate goal should be “ the United 
States of India.” 

I think you are quite right— singularly prq* 
scient and iudicious.«— both as to the volunteer* 
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ing qnestion, and a» to the recent suggestion 
of an Indian being appointed Legfel *Member 
of Cduncil. I need not repeat your argu- 
n^ts. The doctrine ^should be, no rule 
»of exclusion and ^the 'most eligible n»an to be 
chosen. There is another more difficult and 
’debatable point, on which I do not for the 
moment recollect your declared views — 
whether there should be a lower scale of 
salary for the* same appointment when a 
Native occupies it instead of an Englishman.' 
I think decidedly you should not only^ to- 
lerate but uphold such a distinction. There 
is «o violation of principle in it whatever. 
T|je person whose domicile is in India may 
wetl be adequately compensated by a*smaller 
salary than that calculated to attrtict a man 
from Europe. (I say nothing here of the ab- 
solute* extravagance of some salaries ; that 

will.^ot weaken, but strengthen ‘our case), 

• • 

^e are then enabled to insist, in addition to 
the political and Imperial argu|(ients bo ^the 
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econonjical advantages — necessities, there soon 

o 

may be — ofi replacing Europeans in office by 
Indians. In the case of seats on the High 
Court Bench alone, feel some little aver- 
sion to having two scales of salary, but* I 
would even j[ive way there, as a matter of 
policy and without, as I contend, any sacri- 
fice of principle, in the case of Judges having 
their domicile in India. 

But you are quite right as to 'the particular 
case of the Legal Member of.Qpuncil It 
is obvious that the Vicei'by a^nd his®colleagues 
must have a legal ^ adviser in whose perfect 
sympathy with British interests they can 
have implicit confidence, and with whom they 
can confer with absolute openness and intima'fe 
unreserve ^^in any great crisis. It is owing 
to the anomalous and unnatural conditioris of 
British power in India that no Indian could, 
at present al least, stajid in those relations to 
the Viceroy, but so it is, and it must be rjj^ 
cogr^ied as aSfsfct I think there ^ought^ to 
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be, and that there well could be, at least 

# 

one Indian member of the Execu^vl, but the 

Legal Member must be an Englishman, and 

must often confer with the Viceroy apart 

. ^ 

and^ in secret. 

1 do not know whether you noticed my 
remarks in the Statesman, 'inserted by Mr. 
Knight as from a correspondent, on the sub- 
ject of Naoroji’s and Ghose’s late candida- 
ture. I did not intend them for publication, 

though I told Mr. Knight he could print their^ 
€> 

substance oif he liked. I said to him" that I 

o O 

was afraid the candidates would never for- 
give me, if they knew my sentiments, and 
{perhaps you will not either. I should ,be 
very glad to see either of them — better®both of 
them,^ — or any a^e Indian in tbe^ House of 
Commons, and would do what little is in my 
powA* to help them. But I fear the election 
of «fti Indian, if jiot impossible, will always be 
a hard matter. There will always be a strong 
English claimant for an ea8y,ro|en seat; for 
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any one where there is a good chance for a 
Liberal.* ii^nd I honestly believe that such a 
man as Knight, Digby, Story, Samuel Smith 
or Slagg, H. F. Reid or Sir J. Budd Phear, 
would have more influen(^, in and out of the*. 

© » 9 

House, than a Lai Mohun Ghose or a Dadabhai 
Naoroji. Dadabhai Naoroji astonished me on* 
the platform, and is always well received. 
More next week. 

Believe me, 

Very sincerely yours, 

Eva^s Bell. 

o • 

Mr. A. O. Hume, the Father of the Indian 
Congress, is the correspondent in the en- 
suing letter. His acumen is shown 
the re^nark that the Doctor was prone'^o 

* O 

utterancec ’savouring of cynicism. No one 
gifted with brains and knowledge of mankind 
can help giving vent to scepticism as regards 
the real measure of hun^an progress.* Mr. 
Hume has, himself, ‘had abundant reason to 
question the gsxistence of common gratitude 
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and good faith in men with whom he has 
been associated in public movemen|:s. 

From Mr. Allan 0. Hume. 

^ Simla, October 5 » 18*86. 
•My^.dear Mr. {tfooWrjec,— I must indeed 
have expressed myself badly. / think you 
an “ intelligent savage !” I wish we had a 
few more such savages ! No. in plain words, 
judging from Reis and Rayyet, what I 
conceived you to be was a man of high 
culture, of warm and generous instincts and 
real patriotism, but 'at the same time one 

o O 

who, gradually disgusted at the self-seeking, 
insincerity, and selfishness of the many, had 
grown sceptical of all real progress in tlje 
pre^nt generation and bad encouraged a 
cynical spirit. I may very ' likely* be wrong, 
but this was my reading of your cha* 
racter.* It may be that, as we are said 
all td be prone |o do, I judged ‘others by 
myself, for I feel myself’how difficult* it is to 
avoid that seepticism and to |ar the lyey 
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to that cynicism, in face of the boundless 
professic^^ and infinitesimal performances 
that I meet with. 

Pray don’t be unjust or unreasonable. Why 
on earth should I shrink from you? On thco 
contrary, I would gladly have seen far more of 
you. Who has got better brains in Calcutta* 
and with whom would I rather consult and 
discuss matters ? I did hope you would come 
and see me in Calcutta, and I was dis- 
appointed that you did not. I should have 
gone ‘to see you, only 1 gathered from a 

O o 

note you wrote to Bonnerjee that you were 
huffed at my writing to you as Gurvjee, 
which I only did, not as chaff, but as ^ a 
pet name, by which Bonnerjee and othsa-s . 
often speal^ of you. Perfeaps I had not a 
right to write thus, but I did it in all 
friendliness, as I felt towards you. 

My dear friend, so far fj-om weighing you 
in my Wance and 'finding yon wanting, I 
weired yoijp writings and found they 
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weighty. Of you personally I know little 
except that, on two occasions tj^aif I met 
you, you were very pleasant, and fatherly 
in your manner, though, it seemed to me, 
9 full of a half cynical sense of humour, all 

• • O 

of which I liked. So far from making en- 
‘quiries and finding you wanting, I cannot 
say that I ever heard a single word to 
your prejudice. I was told and gathered it 
from your articles, that you had a profound 
sense of the preponderance of humbug all 

round us,^and though I try hard td drive 

0 0 

this feeling out of my own mind, I could 

o 

no{ avoid sympathising with you somewhat. 

fki you can really think, as you say, that 
I avoided you as^thinking tnyself*in% any way 
better than yourself, believe me you did me 
a.cru£l injustice. With all my sins, my errors 
of action and ontission, all my shortcomings, 
1 have at least this grace that 1 know what 
a mass of jmperfections I ai| and ^o^not 
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think myself better than my neighbours, and 
in most^ c»s^s know myself to be worse. But 
(I don’t know you yet well enough to feel sure 
what you mean) you may be only chaffing me, 
and my earnest attempts^© clear myself from 

.5 • • 

imaginary charges, imputed by you perhaps 
merely to talce a rise out of me, may only 
make you laugh. Anyhow, if you are in earn- 
est, I liave answered* you in earnest I ad- 
mire your abilities — to ail I h^ve seen and 
^:heard of you I am sympathetic. I fear you 
to be • somewhat over /ynical, not beyond 
the deserts of the blatanf miny, but for the 
best utilization of your talents in the cause 
of the country we both love, and if it be so 

# q» 

I would, fain wean you somewhat from tht^. 
But whetljer*! succeed or ndt, I would glad- 
ly know a great deal more of you, and, if 
you allowed it, number myself amongst ^our 
friends. 

If you have only bien chaffing, then chaff 
Away. I have 40 unlimited capacity for chaffifi^ 
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and accepting chaff. I am never ptit out, and, 
having no dignity to stand on, can ^Iways take 
all good humoured banter in perfect good 
humour. 

Vours very sincerely, 

A. O. Hume. . 

The following letters are nparfy all that re- 
main of a voluminous correspondence carried 
on between the late Mr. Knight, editor of 
the Calcutta Statesman, and my subject. They 
were, in many respects, kindred spirits, animat® 
ed both by a profo|ind sense of duty, -by a 
fearlessness of *^i^onal consequences and a 
burning hatred of injusttce. The “ Rungpur 
Deer case” is an episode of administration 

O ^ • 

the interior which it were best tg> forget. 

Fr<m ‘^r. Robert Kntghi. 

The SiaUsman, 

3, Chowringhee, 
Calcutta^ March 17, 1887. 

My dear Aiookerjee,~You think too much 
of the simple acknowledgmei^ that I some* 
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times make of your singular literary powers. 
In a lawfti^way I envy you their possession, 
but I have too deep a contempt for the 
jealousy which so widely prevails in the Press 
not to shrink from the feeling itself ; and as 
to permitting it to influence my writings, I 

tj* 

have too keen a sense of my accountability 
to a higher power than man’s to dare to give 
rein to'^it. 

I assure you that it is not I# only of the 

'Englishmen you meet, who value Reis and 

• • 

Rayyet. ® I frequently hear the higl^pst testi- 
mony to the character of your writings. On 
Monday night, I sat next to Barnes, the 
Private Secretary, at the dinner given by the 
Viceroy to Sir Rivers Thompson, as I was om< 
of the “seJec? party,” — and ^e expressed his 
astonishment at your writings. But the fact is 
becoming generally known, that we. have 
a great writer among us, and I hope the 
day is not fair off when some substantial re- 
cognjtiob of t|e fact will be nwde. I tcif 
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you this because I suspect that you have your 

0 

moments of depression like myself, ^afid it may 
be a glass of cold water to refresh you at such 
time. After all, what is it ? We are striving 

0 ^ 

with all our imperfections upon us to do some 
little good by saying honestly the thought 

o 

that is in us. It is given to you to say it 
gracefully and in a winning way,. I have 
ceased to hope that I can even say if in the 
same happy way, and while I strive to speak 
the truth from my heart I feel so keenly my- 

c ■ 

shortcomings from siy own ideal, that J am 

jt c 

very weary of the efforts and would fain 
never write another line from my sense of 
rasping tone in which my nature express- 
itself. 

Upon the whSle, how little eflfost is there 
in the Press to speak truthfully ! Look at 
its tttterances over the Rungpur Deer case ! 

1 dd not think I shall say or write much upon 
k, as all that can be Bone has been done. 

As to tke Native Princes, |I am str^o^^y 
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of your mind. They are either denationalized 

0 

by us, of ^nt into the Zenana. 

Believe me, 

Yours very sincerely, 

R. Knight. 

o a 

From Sir Auckland Colvin, 

June 15, 1887. 

Dear Dr. Mookerjee, — I have to thank you 
for your two letters of May lo and 24, and 
if the heat does not destroy you I hope to 
sahave' another letter to acknowledge by and 
bye. Thanks for Mr. Efcacosta^s pajisphlet. I 

0 p 

don^t think he makes any sufficient allowance 

o 

for the difficult position of the Government 
India which has before it a continual necessi^ 
for watchfulness against calamities of seasons 
on the one (land and, on tSe other, foreign 
aggression. It costs money to guard against 
these dangers. For the last three ycarS, the 
amount of kisurance effected, in either direc- 
tion, and about to be effected, whether by 
raila^ays or deffnce works, is immense. Thisls 
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* ' ® 

well, and if it leads to loss of surplus it is 

a wise use of that surplus. 

Nothing has struck me more since I joined 
this Government than the illiberal tone of 
the Bengal (including*” the English or Anglo- 
Indian) Press. 

No credit is given for intelligence, honesty 
or any other quality. If a council of convicts 
were driving the coach they could not be*’ more 
unmannerly spoken of The Bombay Press is 
reasonable or at least better bred. Cannot' thee 
discussion ^of public eafTairs be conducted in 

e € 

Calcutta in temperate and courteous terms ? 

J except your paper, but the * * is 

iU-bred to a degree which makes its columns 
^unpleasant as an Allahabad side “agullee ” 
on a June mornftg. Has Sir StCuart Bayley 
had a fling of dirt on him yet ? 

' Here we are all quiet. Don’t believe any 
sensational war rumours. They are- moonshine, 
and the frontier difficulty is gradually set- 
tling itselC tThe season so fargpromises i^il.i 
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but it^ is early to cry “ safe ! ** The Silver 
CommisstoF^ I believe, h^s taken a pro- 
nounced bimetallic way. God is great — and 
we shall see. 

I see Sir Henry H^rrispn is dethroned. 
How long will Mr. Cotton reign ? I was 
much amused at your description of the so 

called “ Mass Meetinp^s.** The imitative genius 

« 

of the Bengali will bring him into complete 
discredit if he uses it in this ^ scale and in 
this direction for long. 

Yours Hruly, 

A. Colvin. 

Although his criticisms of men and measures 
were always incisive, the hurry of journalistic 
work IdTt Dr. Mookerjee but scanty leisSh 
and someti^ies obliged him to trust to general 
impressions of events. Hence mistakes and 
misstatements occasionally crept into^ hw 

paper. But* he had none that pettiness 

• 

or pride which leads so many journalists to 
•gnofe correctifns. He accepted * them with 
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the best grace and never failed to make an 
amende honorable.. 

From Mahamahopadhyaya M. C. Nyaratna. 

Sanskrit College, 
September 13, 1887. 

My dear Mookerjee Mabasaya, — I am sorry 
to see that in the last <number of “ Reis 
and Rayyet,” the purport of what I said at 

* o 

the Science Association, on Sunday, the 4th 
instant, when Babu Rabindranath Tagore 
read a paper on Early Marriage, has been en-^ 
tirely misrepresented? Had the misrepresenta- 

e 

tion occurred in any of the worthless papers 

o 

of which we have, perhaps, too many, I would 
opt have cared. But I think I should not .let 
'</C ^ pass unchallenged when it occurs ifl a paper 
like “Reis and Rayyet.” You lay “Prin- 
cipal Nyaratna, who had been one of the 
speakers at Sovabazar, avowed himself here 

a tliorough reformer and no respecter of Manu 

• 

or Yajnyavalka.” Now with reference to this 
statement 1 have to remark, /|r/, that I| 
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not one of the speakers at the Sovabazar 
meeting.® ^^had only called one of the young 
speakers, who by the way was a pupil of mine, 
to order. I did not speak a single word 

O o ■ 

either for or against early marriage. Secondly^ 
I did not avow myself at the Science Associa- 
tion meeting a thorough reformer and no 
respecter of Manu or Yajnyavalka.” I did 
nothing of the kind. What I said was that 
the first question to be decided was a 
•question of fact — whether early marriage 
was nftt injurious to th® community. In the 
discussion of this question we should confine 
ourselves to facts as actually observed ; aod 
in ^ this observation of facts neither Manu nor 
Yajnyavalka, neither the Bible nor the Korap 
could be much use. I ^so said that the 
ascertainment of the question of fact could not 
be conveniently done at a large public meet- 
ing ; but should be done a| a small tom- 
mittee meeting composed of 14 or 15. If after 
thoipugh enquiry bv the committee it appear* 
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ed that early marriage was injurious to the 
community, then as a Hindu^ 5 would 

• t/ 

propose, if I were one of the committee, 
to ascertain how far deviation from the custom 

• ^ O 

of early marriage woisld interfere with the in- 
junction of the shastras. It would similarly 

til 

be the duty of any Christian or Mahomedan 
member of such committee to point out how 
far the matter was consistent with the systems 
of their respective religions. The first ques- 
tion to decide is a question of fact — whether* 
© 

early marjiage is injurious or not. •-Before 

that is satisfactorily settled, It is idle to 

*> 

thrust merely religious considerations into 
the discussion. 

O 

^?'hat was the drift of what I said. In the 
columns of the Sanjibani you will filsd a correct 
version of my speech. The object which 'I 
ijave*:hiefly in view in addressing this letter 
to you, is to convince you that you* have mis- 
understood my speech. *I shall be amply satis- 
fied if this semoved your mistalipn impitsiijoo ; 
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and it rests entirely with you to decide whether 
you ou^t to do anything to remove the 
wrong impression which you have created in 
the public mind. 

Yours very sincerely, 
Mahesh Chandra Nyaratna. 
Note on tbe letter by Dr. Mookerjee. — 
Answered immediately ; regret dissatisfaction : 
but of course a man can only act upon 
his Impressions. Don’t see the Sanjibani. 
shSill look into the matter at leisure. One 

. o 

inaccufticy must be corr<ected as I glready see 
the (statement that Nyaratna spoke on the 
subject at Sovabazar. If he has no objec- 
tion I may print the explanatory part of his 
present letter with my comments. 

^rom Mr, Robert Knight, 

Oarjeeling, October 25, 1887. 

My dear Sambhu Chunder, — You once® said 
sonjething to me about the “ religious ’’ scraples 
which make Hindu /amilies of distinction so 
unwilling to have the vaults in 'which the® 
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hoards are secured ever opened. It was my 

© 

own fault that I did not listen wfth more 

attention, but your remark remained in my 

mind and has so remained ever since. Can 

you find time to teM rhe by a note what it 

exactly was that you said, for I think the 

point was very interesting as well as important? 

I called upon Sir Steuart Bayley a few 

days ago (the first call I have felt able to 

make), and we had a long talk about Burd- 

wan, the mass meetings of the rayyets and* 
• 

Other subjects. 

We spoke of you, and he made a remark 

o 

tljat I think you should know. His regret is 
that you have no “ party ” behind you. ^ I 
^ave felt myself how much influence you 
could wield as tbe exponent o/^party. Is 
the formation of such a party impossible ? 
Our •conversation confirmed my impression 
that* we have a ^ good man in Sir Steuart 
Bayley' and I should like to support him 
as far as we can. He introd^iced th^ E^rd- 



TO SIR Auckland colvin. 203 

wan adoption question himself, but I shall 
reserve ^h^t he said thereon until we can 
talk it over together. He seems to think 
. that the matter should go to the High Court, 
and said (if I understodd him rightly) ,tj^at 

he sanctioned the adoption, not because he 

*> 

thought it legal but that it would lead to 

a decision by the High Court which alone 

• • 

could say whether it was so or not. 

I hope you are well and that the cold 
‘^weather will not disagree with you. ^ 

Believe n>p. 

Yours very sincerely, 

R. Knight- 
To Sir Auckland Colvin, 

O 

Telegrafn. November 21, 1887. — After thirty 
years a G!^vin is ' again on the gubernatorial 
guddee. May God grant him peaceful days 
and enable him to realize his sire’s enlighten* 
ed programme and advance ^the wellbeiitg of 
the miUioDa of British subjects coiomittcd 
to {lis charg<|^ 
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To Sir Auckland Colvin. 

December 14, 1887. 

My dear Sir Auckland, — I have taken much 
too long to acknowledge your last . and thank 
yojj^for its offer and fts suggestion. The fact 
is, I have been unwell, suffering from dysentery. 
Last week it looked rather serious. My 

physician too, Dr. Sircar, the Sheriff elect of 

« 

Calcutta, was laid up, and I had to depend 
on my own resources and on such advice as 
I could get from one . of his assistants. T 
never had a talk with you on the subject. 

. O 

Probably you think Homoeopathy rubbish, 
byt one infinitesimal dose of one medicine 
and two similar doses of another, brought 
jnef’ round, so far at least as to renSove the 
graver symptoms? A radical cur^ was diffi- 
cult and could scarcely be expected, depend- 
ing Its it does on many circumstances, on 
habits of life, For one thing, sedentary 
^invalta-wtaucb. thinking* withotit fiodiiy 
ercise— capnot fail to derange t|e liver ao^ all 
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the digestive functions. But enough of this 
unpleasant yarn. I am now thinking of a trip 
to Madras during the Congress. I am parti- 
cularly pressed by friends to go, if only for the 
sake of health. It will depehd upon the arranjgp- 
ments for the conduct of the paper. You can 
understand the difficulty of keeping up a 
weekly publication of the calibre and repu- 
tation *of Reis. There are so few really 
good writers among us. Your University 
graducites are no good. This morning I went 
to the* suburbs to see ca friend ]yho used 
formerly to write in Reis and wields a fa- 
cile and brilliant pen— in prose and in verse-® 

* • • and he 

. • 

has corisented to coach the journal in ihy, 
absence, .^f^younger gentlSnan — no young- 
ster though — who has been trained by myself 
m the art of writing and in the mysteries 
jf journalism has also agree(| to do his t^st. 

Sir Steuart Bayley still maintains his' place 
thp heart of* his people, and he means to 
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keep it evidently. The Europeans are of 
course displeased. The Civil Service^are furi- 
ous and the India Government ready to 
snub him — but of that you know better 
th^n I can pretend do. I am indeed told 
by one who has access to good sources (his 

Cl 

forecast of the Ilbert Bill agitation proved 
correct), that you supportecf poor Mr. Beames 
against the proposition to dismiss or de- 
grade him, your ground being the very 
intelligible one that Mr. Beames brought or> 
him the ^nmity of Ahe natives by Kis out- 
spoken evidence before the Public Service 
(Commission. I do not know how you will 
IHce this news, but I thought it my duty to 
feia it. 1 dare say you expect me. to keep 
you informed of* anything I hea?%ibout you. 

It is not cold here yet — that is, 
December weather. In your Raj it must be 
delightful now, ^ssibiy uncomfortable. 

Yours very sincerely, 
Sambhu C. ^ooker;^e> 
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To Sir Auckland Colvin. 

I, Uckopr Duti’s Lane, 
Calcutta, December 28, 1887. 
Dear Sir Auckland, — 

(> 

I am sure you are malcing^a happy X’gigs 
of it at your capital in the plains : a merry 
one might be too much of a good thing 
at this time of life. I wish you a pleasant 
and prosperous coming year and may your 
days be long and blessed with a continu- 
«ance 6f health and enjoyment ! The English 
Christmcis is a poor thing in Lowej Bengal. 
Is it any better in Upper* India, I wonder ? 
Although there is no snow in the plains, the; 
weather is cold enough to make a firg 
pleasant* In the olden days when the E.'I. „ 
Railway ifleif burhed wooc?, I suppose the 
British exiles were reminded of their Christ- 
mas Log at Home. ® 

I am delighted to hear from the N.-W P. 
^f the fine impression you have made on 
the people. Ypu a re alrea dy on the high 
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road to popularity. With your^ great 
abilities, your ^ knowledge of the country, 
and your tact, I never doubted of your 
success, if you allowed them, play and 
re^igd upon yourseK*. But it is satisfactory 
to know of the beginning of the consum- 
mation. Think not that 1 value the vul- 
gar applause that is earned at the sacrifice 
of one’s sense of duty and the right My 
whole career (such as it has been) is proof 
enough that I do not If popularity comesf^ 
in due cpurse from <he performance of honest 

o 

work, it is pedantry and the vanity of a 
ipoUsh squeamishness to spurn it I confess 
had some little misgivings on the point 
,BiIt enough of this strain which might lead 
to the miserable rSle of the “ candid friend." 

1 am meditating a visit to the Upper Pro 
vincas in search of health. I may surpri 
yoif in the course of your tour.- 

Yours stncerdy, 
Sambhu C . Jif ooidlft]^ 
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To Sir Auckland Colvin. 

January 19, 1888. 

My dear Sir Auckland, — If I did not know 
how engros 3 ed you w|re at the outset o|^, 
your heavy charge, I Shoujid be tempted 
to enquire what was the matter with 
you, not having heard from you for a long 
time. Although your movements are now 
among* the more urgent topics of journalism, 
and although you have been pretty much 
‘before the public, it is just possible^ that you 
are nof in the best health and spirits. At 
all events, my own condition of feebleness leads 

o 

me to this train of thought. It wouId.be 
a relief to be assured that you are the 
victim of nothing more formidable than the. 
overloyal ^tentioris of my old friend 
Moonshee Newul Kishore and the Reises of 
1-ucknow and of the Urdu eloquence of the 
esana Ajdtb type. 

As I have hinted, I*have not been well my- 
Ittdeed, } had an attack t)f choleriife. 
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as I must now call it, Gkxi having permitted me 
to write of it. My health had been "bad for a 
considerable time and I was contemplating 
change — a hint of ^hich I believe I gave 
in«pne of my lettefs — when this attack inter- 
vened. At one time I thought of going to 
Madras to the Congress, to see how they 
ordered the matter down South and keep our 
Boys of Bengal in check, particularly in 
matters of social discipline. But it was not to 
be. I coijjd not get a ?. O. or other presum-^^ 
ably safeesteamer, ^d I would not form part 
of the cargo of Babudom of all castes, in 
charge of Thomas Cook and Son. But enough 
of all this. 

1 see that the Hindoo Patriot has tadcled you 
in your manifesto, The writer is, 1 am glad 
to observe, respectful in tone, though he 
does not spare the weak point in the addresa. 
The Dnyan Prq^ash of Poona does not take 

e 

up anything like a hypercritical attitude but 
welcomes tBe speech as a fra|ik and manly 



from' LORD ROSEBER V. 211 


utteran^ of good intentions and good advice 

from a !iT)eral ruler. 

% 

Yours sincerely, 
SAMgHU C. MOOKEKTPR 

Fram the Earl of Rosebery. 

Dalmney Park, 
Edinburgh, January 26, 18SS. 

Sir,— I remember our conversation at Calcutta 
verr well, and am gratified that you have not 
forgotten me. I am grateful to you for the 

•book of travels which I have ha(jk not time 

• ^ 

to read since it arrived two days* ago, but 
which I have put on my table for perusal. 
If it is written with the same general plea- 
santry as your letter to me, I sjiall ha^^ 
reason tcf thapl<; you still more. 

Let me also acknowledge Rets and Rayyet 
which reaches me from time to time, and 
which I often look at. 

I am sorry that your caste •does not allow 
of your creasing the sea, but I shall hope to 
'^ct ayes on vita asrain in India*, a coutl^ 
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I should only be too happy to revisU. 

With all good wishes, believe th^, 

" £ 

Yours, &c,, 
Rosebery! 

From Cfiloriel R. D. Osborn. 

20) Witicbester Road, 

o 

Svuth Hammieal, 
February 16, 188&. 

My dear Sir, — I have to acknowledge with 
many thanks your present of your “ Travels 
in Bengal” I have read the little 'book< 
with a gceat deal of pleasure. It is *eharm- 

o 

ingly written, and ray only regret is that 

» 

you„ have not entered into more copious 
details. There is no part of India more 
.interesting historically and also in it» present 
condition than Eastern Bengal, an^ I should 
have been glad had you told us a great 
deal* more about the Mahomedan population 
of fhat part gf |he world. I have, of course, 
been long familiar with your name and 
with much* of your writing^ and I have 
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an impression — confirmed by the reading of 

these “ ^r^vels” — that you could, if you tried, 

write a good novel of Native Life — such a 

story, for example, as j^hat delightful “ Poison 

Tree.” What we stand ^so sorely in need, of 

from men possessing so complete a command 
♦ 

of English as yourself, are pictures of those 

more intimate aspects of Native Life which, 

« • 

so long as Hindus are Hindus, must re- 
main unknown to Englishmen. I wish, if 
. ( 

’-you do not feel that a novel is in your 
way, tfiat you would Ijive us series of 
pictures of Native Interiors drawn from the 
life in Bengal somewhat after the manne]^ of 
Mr.^ Malabari’s ” Gujrat and the Gujrati%” 
It would be the doing of a real service” to, 
both countries. I, as you know, have spent 
many years in India, and yet, as regards 
Indian domesticities, I feel I know dbout 
as much of what exists 01^ the other ^ide 
of the world, and I * am convinced that it 
this ignorat^e which is largely* responsible 
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for the gulf which divides the EngUshman 
from the Indian, 

1 was amused by your remarks in the 
preface on the translation of the. ode from 
Hafez, because, yeai^ ago when I was study- 
ing Persian, I tried my hand at translating 
that very ode ^nd, like my, predecessors, had 
to give up “the mole on the cheek” as 
unmanageable. I take it that Hafez "meant 
to glorify the loveliness of the person he w^s 

celebrating (who, I fear, was of the male* 

€ 

sex) by ^stating that even fqr a defect he 

I 

would not give &c., &c. ; but “ black mole on 
^s ^cheek ” is too long a° phrase to be ren- 
dered within the compass of a verse. How- 
cvrt" my version — though I say ‘it $hat 
shoqld not — is ^better, because *"lhQre tefse 
than all preceding attempts that 1 know of. 
I transcribe two verses of it, as they may 
amtfee you— 

O ! if thftt ofiirssvv girl 
W«ald tiM ny heart is han^ 
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Pd give Bokhara for a kiss 
0 

Aod the wealth of Samarkrind. 

O I Sakee fill the cup for me — 

See Heaven, alas I *tis sad — 

Mnseila’s walks we ih^lt not see, 

Nor the streams of Roknahad. 

That secor\d stanza is a naost characteris- 
tic one, instinct with that gay profanity 
which .gives so much charm and sprightli- 
ness to the poetry of the great Persian. 
Here is another verse from another ode 

which has much the same flavour-<>- 
• <» 

The joys of the eight hei^ens meet 

** About the beggar in your street, 

The prisoner of your charms is free 

Of this world and the world to be.” 

However I. am not writing about Hafez, ^ 

but your ''book. So I wifl stop before I 

am fairly involved in a dissertation. 

Repeating my thanks for the pleasure 

you have given me, I remain, • 

* Yours very truly, 

Robert D. Osborn? 
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To His Excellency the Earl of Dujferin. 

0 

March *13, 1888. 

• S 

My Lord, — At our conversation of the other 
day, you were pleased to offer ,to present , 
to^ ^ine your celebrrfked book on your Arctic 
Voyage of youthful days. In expressing 
my thanks for the honofff, I took the op- 
portunity of mentioning a little book of 
Travels and Voyages (such as they* were) 
of my own just out, and expressed the 
gratification I would feel if your Lordships 
should agcept my humble present of a copy. 
Your Lordship not only signified your willing- 

o 

pess, but was so good as to compliment me 
by treating the matter as one of exchajige 
^befween authors. 

Here, then, is^my nuzzur. It fs worth no 
more, if so much ; but then almost any 
bagcftelle is allowable for a nuzzery specially 
froiA Brahmans ^who are notoriously deficient 
in the world’s goods/ That deficiency is, of 
course, due *to the shabby treatment they re^ 
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ceive, empty respect only being usually their 
portion. ® According to a proverb, the blind 
cow is disposed of by present to a ' Brahman. 
What wonder that etiguette should rule it 
sufficient, and even proper,^ for a Brahmar^ ,to 
approach Power, or the Presence itself, with 
an offering of a green or a sour mango ! 

I have need to make some apology for 
taking* your Lordship at your word. There 
is an obvious presumption in a native of In- 
*dia who has not been educated in England 
nor ha^ resided there, who has not^ had the 
advantage of mixing in such European 
society as exists in this country, attempting 
a bTOk of any pretensions in so difficult an^d 
rich and*growing a language as the Engltsh.^ 
And then for such' a man ^o appear as an 
author before an accomplished master of the 
language whose felicity of style is so marvel- 
lous ! Above all, how absurd for me who^has 
never crossed salt water, to try to interest, 
with the stoiy ^f my amazement «»t the broad 
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reaches of the river Megna and my bewild- 
erment in the marshes of Tippera, th^ knight 

" c 

of the sea who, early in the century, 
planted his flag in the adamantii\e ice in the 

* tcs ^ 

neighbourhood of the Pole ! In fine, both in 
subject and treatment, there is a striking sense 
of descent from the sublime. to the ridiculous, 
from the Letters from High Latitudes ” to 
the Diary of business tours between Calcutta 
and Independent Tippera. 

I can think of no other claim of my'book« 
on your lordship’s attention than as describing 
a part of the dominions under your rule which 
bas^ been wholly neglect^ by travellers and 
authors. It has, however, one general claim 
on'kll classes of readers on which even the 

0 

writpr himself tiSay insist without reproach. 
It is short. A great book must have bemi a 
great evil even in the days of the Patriarchs. 
How much more so in these overburdened 
times r Brevity is a quality which most 
cially recommend itself to men jo y*ouf Xsitd' 
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ship’s ^sition. If my Travels should ever 
tempt yo^r Lordship on that ground, may I 
hope to be favoured with your opinion and 
suggestions (or iraproveinent ? 

I see that I have made dp the shortness, pf 
my book by the length of this introductory 
letter. I beg your Lordship’s pardon for * 
presuming to occupy so much of your 
valuable time. 

1 have the honour to subscribe myself, 
My Lord, ^ 

Your most humble*and faithfij servant, 
Sambhu C Mookerjee. 

a 

To His Excellency the Earl of Dufferir^^ ^ 

March 26, 1888. 

o • 

My LorJ,— The next afternoop after recetpt 
of your kind* pote, I had, at*Lady Duflferin’s 
Garden Party, an opportunity of which I 
availed myself of thanking you jn person 
for it and for the interesting present widch 
enhanced the value, great as it was by it> 
Ibe g^cieua Mknowledgaent <4 cdy 
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booklet rather than book of Travels ir^ Bengal. 

Still a record of my sense of t&e favour 
* c 

was, I thought, due, and I was only waiting 
^for my photographic^ likeness for submission, 
fgr, your Lordship’l acceptance. But I have 
for this waited in vain. There are Euro- 
pean establishments in plenty, some between 

Government House and this, but I was 

^ • * 
looking out for a competent native photo- 
grapher, as from the conversation I had with 
your Lordship I knew you would prefer a 
specimeii of genuine Indian Art. Eor my- 

self, the art might make the object more 

«> 

.acceptable and worthy of your Lordship’s 
collections. I do not know whether ^hey 
wduld care to take me at the Art*School*- 
1 do not know tfie Principal. I shall no doubt 
be able to send a photograph to your Ldrd- 
shi(9 at Simla. Old Gangadhar Dey, who 
ha/ painted me^ in oil, is not a bad photo- 
grapher, but he has no proper studio. Mean- 
titne* pewuee and I 
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Lordshijg leave Calcutta without expressing 
my sense* of the high honour you have done 
me by your letter and the present of your 
famous boo.k inscribed with your autograph, 
and of your noble likeness so well taken ^ 
the Italian establishment in Bombay. If it 
were possible for me to forget the great 
kindness you have ever shown me, since the 
moment that, by your own condescension, I 
became known to your Lordship, these will 

«]wayd bring your Lordship to mind and 

' • 

keep me to my duty. But I must ijot weary 
you any further, and so,*with sentiments of 
great respect and^ thankfulness, 

I beg to subscribe myself. 
My Lord, 

Your Lordship’s obedient htimble servant, 
Sambhu C. Mookerjee. 
To His Excellency the Earl of Dufferirt. 

^ May 1, 1888.* • 

My Lord,-^I take mu^ blame upon myself 
for not luiviQSr^ since your Lordship’s depart* 
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ure from Calcotta, availed myself^ of the 

honour of your very kind permission to write 

to you. For one reason, I had some hope of 

jneeting your Lordshjp again in- the North. 

Hy. health has Jong needed a change, and I 

have longed to see the famed vale of Cash- 

mere. A run to Cashmere during the viceregal 

visit was recommended to ftie as an oppor- 

• * 

tunity of killing two birds with one stone. 
There would be grand doings to report for 
the pape^ thought I, and a little book otf 
Cashmere — described for the first time from 
the point of view of a native of India — 
^ight eventually be the result. If Cash- 
q;^ere did not supply sufficient matter fpr a 
vofume, my travels in the Punjab •and the 
N.-W, Provinces, which I meant to take irt on 
my way back, would meet the deficiency. 
ThiA 1 made arrangements and asked a firiend 
-Hitfte same aecqpiplished gentleman who acted 
for me during my left trip to Tippirit hi 

■ i • i 

tdke cberge of th^ pfpml 
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my hoijes were dashed to the ground when, 
in consequence of sickness in the country, 
your Lordship abandoned your trip. They 
are now reviving undef the news that your 
Lordship meditates a tou^ in autumn — “ t^ie 
fall/* as you would probably have said in 
Canada. In that case, I shall try again, with 
your Lordship*s permission. 

We were cut up by the Simla telegram in 
the Indian Daily News announcing your de- 
parture in August, if not earlier. It seemed 
improbable. In the event of any upforeseen 
turn of affairs, I was in some hopes that your 
Lordship would be so good as to tell Sir, 
D. Mackenzie Wallace to wire me a line. I, 
thereforcp fully expected the other mornihg 
papers next day to contradict ihe news. None 
did so, and I saw that the statement in the 
Indian Daily News was having an undesirable 
effect on the community. In order to be able 
to contradict it and learn the true fh'cts, I 
telegraphed to Sij|i Donald and gofr his answet 
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• 0 . 
on Saturday evening in time for my paper. 

© 

On Monday, the contradiction "appeared 
in the Englishman and the fndian Daily 
News, I believe the Private Secrjetary wired 
tcv them at the samI time that he telegraph- 
ed to me. 

The events of the. day are the falls of 
Luchman Das in Cashmere and Abdool Huq 
in Hyderabad. The former is comparatively 
a local sensation. The latter is not only the 
talk of the whole British world but affetts th© 
interests— in purse and in character — 5f many 
well-known and some eminent men in both 
jcountries — I mean India and Great Britain. 

am glad that the action of the Government 
haS been such as to commend itselif to the 
approbation of all disinterested rnen. Without 
the consent of that Government, the Nizam 
would not have ventured on the decisive, 
cotfrse he has taken. It was a bold thing, 
(your Lordship will, I* trust, pardon my pre- 
sumptuous •utterance) in the Govem'meat to 
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sanction such a proceeding;. Ihil it was a 
riijhtcoiis thing. And that t> consolation 

enough. Tlicrc is unhappil)* no other. It 
was still more bold to support the demand in 
the House of Commons for a Pai liaincntary 
Committee of Inquiry. As a line of action 

foreign to the disposition and traditions of 
the Indian Government and the India Ollkc, 
it must have startled the whole official class. 
It will, I acn afraid, create many infiiientiat 
cncjnics who. not content with tlic savings 
of their splendid Indian salaries, try in 
their retirement or partial retirement in ling* 
land to make as mud. as they can out of 
the helplessness of Native States. I rejoice 
that the Government has acted w:th spirit 

and perfect frankness. It luis vindicated its 

purity and raised immensely the moral pres- 
tige of England in the East. 

From a Parliamentary point of view 1 
think this departure has been proper. It 
^hows a just appreciation of the times. It 
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is forty years since Louis Kossuth thunder- 
ed against Secret Diplomacy as the * curse 
of Europe. ‘He was then carried away by 
his sense of wrong to himself and his coun- 
try from the facility with which, unknown 
to their peoples, the Hapsburgs and Roma- 
noffs and the otiier sovereign tribes carried 
on their intrigues against the nationalities. 
Since then he has learnt better, his own 
memoirs showing how he adopted the same 
methods of his old enemies and even stoop- 
ed to be the agent of crowned heads in 
secret negociations. But democracy is un- 
favourable to secrecy. It is enorugh that its 
leaders still admit the necessity of secrecy, 
at least in the earlier stages of negociation. 
But they might find it difficult to control the 
forces under them if statesmen continued to 
put forward imaginary state reasons in 
order to evade legitimate enqufry at every 
turn. There is wisdom as well 
honesty in the attitude of your Lordship’^ 
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Government. • • • 

I am afraid I have taken loo much ad- 
vantage of your Lordship's kindness in inllict- 
ing such a long rigmarole. 1 rely on your 
goodness for pardon. 

1 remain. 

With the greatest respect, 

My Lord, 

Your Lordship's most obedient humble servant. 

Samuiiu C. Mookkkjkk. 
Ffvm Sir Lepcl Crijfut. 

The Residency, 
Indore, Febru.*iry 3, 1SS8. 

$ 

Dear Sir,— I am much obliged to you for 
your polite and friendly letter, and I need 
not tell you that your estimate of the 
attacks made upon me by the (Anglo-) Ben- 
galee Press is a just one, as is your statement 
of the source from which they proceed. 
The • • • is directly subsidized by 

the ex-Nawab ♦ • . who supplies it 

with papers and information from the 
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Durbar Office. These arc twisted to suit 
the tastes of the person who pays for them. 

1 have been disinclined to take any action 
personally in the matter, as there is no 
single charge which has been made against 
me which is not false and malicious. 
Whether the Government, who are fully 
cognisant of all my actions and who have 
as fully approved of them, will take any 
action against these paid libellers I know not. 
There has been scarcely an issue of the 
* * * published for months on which a 
criminal prosecution for libel might not 
be successfully instituted. I have, however, 
no doubt that the Government will take 
proper measures to vindicate my character 
and their own. 

The Asiaiic Quarterly docs not profess to 
have any politics and is quite open to well- 
written articles on any subject if they 
be of general public interest, and if you 
send me the article in question, I will tell 
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you at an early date whether it is suited to 
the Review. 

Yours truly. 

LKI'KI. Griffix. 

To Sir Donald Mackenzie Wallace. 

S 

, ^ M^rch 24, iSSS. 

My dear Sir Donald, — Sir LcpcI GriiTin is a 
naughty old boy to put the whole Press on 
the wrong scent by his announcement that he 
was about to depose another ruling prince 
An Central India. After the attacks the Pioneer 
had of late been levelling against Ilolkar, 
people naturally jumped I0 the conclusion that 
Indore’s turn had come. That shows the state 
of feeling of the country in these matters, 
and Government would be wise in treating 
with due respect the anxiety of the people witfr 
wgard to the remaining vestiges of autono- 
mous rule in India and their readiness to take 
instant alarm at the slightest appearance 
of danger. 

But I am again being led into my unhappy 
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discursive vein. My object in writing is to 
mAke sure before I bring out my paper 
as to which prince was doomed. Sir Auckland 
Colvin told me it was a petty chief whose name 
he could not remember. Afterwards I heard 
from another source that it was Dewas, 
And that is the truth, I take it. But then, 
which Dewas ? There are, I believe, two 
branches of the family, the senior and the 
junior. And for what offence ? And what are * 
the coming arrangements ? 

I would not have ventured to put these ques* 
tions without encourag^ement from above. You 
will rememember how, whenever I went to 
pay my respects as a representative of the 
subject race to the grand depository of State 
Secrets, I was content to discuss the weather 
and other equally momentous topics, finding 
no disposition in you to allude to the subjects 
of policy or administration which might be 
occupying our minds most at the moment. 
Of course, you could not be communicative 
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without orders and there might be danger 
in mere listening, not to say discussing. I 
am bound to acknowledge His KxccUcncy’.s i 
frank courte.sy in himself encouraging me to 
talk and even ask questions. He has ofTcicd 
to give . any information or e.v|>lanation of : 
what might be obscure. And he has referred 
me to your gootl self as accessible at all hours, j 
I write all this in order to expedite your 
reply if possible. I know how difficult it 
is to get anything out of odicials in your 
position. It was not without a hard struggle 
and a long, long delay 'that I could get last 
night a copy of the Viceroy’s reply from Mr. 
Panioty, to whom you referred me. And as 
you must be starting soon for Uttarpara, if 
you waited for His Excellency’s express per- 
mission before writing to me, I could not possi- 
bly make use of the information this week. 

1 remain, my dear Sir Donald, 
, Yours sincerely, 

SA.MBnu C Mookekjkk. 
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To Sir Auckland Colvin. 

Mtiy 24, iSKS 

« 

My dear Sir Auckland,— It is so long since I 
dropped correspondence that I am ashamed 
and at a loss how to begin again. On your 
part the duties of a supreme office, left you 
little inclination to think of, and less Ic'isurc 
to write to poor Mookerjee, unless Etiquette 
— that minor tyrant of civilized life— had 
some little share in preventing you from 
calling me to account for my l&chcs yourself. 
How 1 came not to write ever since our cordi- 
al parting at Governuient House in this city, 
is a wonder and not quite easy to explain ' at 
this distance. Shall I plead the weather? 
You had a taste of the purgatory too, I 
believe, before you made for the Kumaon 
hills. Health urouid be a better excuse, but 
1 was never so ill as to be disabled from cor- 
respondence. As far as I recollect at this 
moment I meditated a surprise, coming sudden- 
ly in propia persona upon you, on a tour 
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for health, havini; had no change for 
For a singic-haiulcd editor, it is easier t- 
indulge visions of a Long Vacation than to 
realize them. I was delayed in m.iking 
arrangements for the office. Mennwhitr. 
the dream developed into a vi^iion of tlu* 
Vale of Cashmere. I would kill more than 
,two birds with one stone. By one expenditure 
I would do Cashmere, improve my health, 
enjoy grand iamas/tas, report for my pnp<M. 
and obtain the nucleus of a book, providnl 
I was in the Valley during the V'iccroy*'^ 
visit. All these fond reflnetions were dashed t*» 
the* ground by the cholera wlu’ch scared I. on I 
Duflferin away from his intended tour. Then, 
as a last resource, I thought there might he 
inspiring scenes and picturesque ceremoniaK 
at the Ram|>ore Investiture, but still thought 
it prudent to enquire before undertaking a 
long journey in fearful weather. Your tele- 
gram from Lucknow gave the quietus to 
*ny roving fancy. But at this rate my preface 
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will leave no room for my book. So I iniut 
plunge in mtJias rts. 

What you predicted respecting the attitude 
of the native press towards Sir Steuart Baylcy 
is about coming to pass. The * * , the true 

representative of the loud unthinking mass of 
native politicians, has already hinted that 
Sir Steuart is worse than Sir Rivers Thomp* 
son, and the latter is a sort' of Mephistophelcs 
in the native mind — a miserable psalm-sing- 
ing political sinner. This revulsion of feeling 
is due to the Tangail Resolution, but chiefly 
to the Calcutta Municipality Bill. 

But how comes the prophet to fail' in 
wisdom in his own case ? The sagacity to 
make a correct forecast of a brother ruler ought 
to be a preservative against one's own liabili- 
ties. I deeply lament the estrangement 
between yourself and the Nationalist party. I 
am sure you have <4»ifr nothing to cause it ; 
biit couldn't you, veteran as you are in 
governing, in diplomacy as in administration, 
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prevent It, if you eared enough ? Our people ~ 
the Boys of the Period, in the l*rcss aiul on 
the platform — are rather diilicult to plca';c. 

I myself don't. But I don't care. My firNt 
duty is to my country and to truth. TIioip^Ii a 
Liberal by education, I am a thorough Orient.d 
for a* that. Representative of the oltl Ri>hi<. 

I am by instinct Conservative. I am deliber- 
ately of opinion that the safety of our 
country lies, and will lie for many many years 
to come, in subjection and cordial loyalty to 
Britain. I do not believe in a French Re- 
volution for India. Youv business is to rule, 
to ’keep all parties straight, and to satisfy all. 
if possible. It is not so impossible for you. 
More anon. 

Yours sincerely. 

i SaMBIIU C. MOOKKItJKK. 

From Sir Auckland Colvin. 

GnvcriiMieiit 
Naiiti*Tal, June 22, 

Dear Dr. Mookerjee,— Your letter of 24th M;«> 
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is unanswered, and as I see in the pa|>ers that 

the Calcutta sun is slowly consuming the 
# 

Calcutta city. I propose to temper your la$it 
hours by a few words from these cooler re- 
gions. Not but that what we too arc in a 
dust haze, slowly drifting through breathless 
hour into the rainy months ahead of us. 

We arc very quiet at present. • * 

Have you seen a very good article by George 
Ctirzon in the NintUenth Century on the Scicn- 
tiiic Frontier ? It is excellent and gives oiTc 
very precise and accurate information as to 
the measures which Jiave been taken in the 
last three years to strengthen the frontier. 
It is well worth re-publishing in your paper. 

So Sir Steuart Baylcy is losing popularity ! 
Popularity is an accident. I would not do 
anything deliberately to throw it ath'ay ; but 
I would not go out of my way to secure 
it, if the price of securing it was going out 
of the way I belies’ed the necessary one. 

I hope you arc keeping well in spite 
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of the heat. What is the lust Culcwita 
sensation ? 

Vuius very liuiy. 

.\. Cut.Vix. 

r«> His Excelltncy ike Earl of Puri'eriu. 

CmIciUI;!. June ^o, ISSS. 

My Lord, — I would have liked lo write 
sooner, the more so as some |)oints in your 
Lordship's most kind* and interesting letter of 
the 17th May seemed to rei|uirc an answer, 
but that I was anxious to avoid all appearance 
of taking undue advantage. In India we have 
to be very careful, we 9r the subject race in 
particular. The immediate impulse to break 
silence today is supplied by the news abroad 
that your Lordship is going to Cashmere 
after all in October, and to ascertain if 
that is true. 

The evidence before the rarliamcntary Com* 
tttittec must cause your Lordship no little sur- 
prise. It not only shows the perfunctory, easy- 
going fashion in which high ofiicials perform 
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their duties, but also the greed which cha- 
racterizes so many who have made their 
fortunes and virtually retired from active 
life. I hope some good %vill come out of the 
unpleasant revelations. It ought at any rate 
to open the eyes of Parliament and the 
public to the corruption that taints the 
administration at every stage. That corrup- 
tion is universal, though certainly not so 
barefaced as before the Government of Lord 
\V, Bentinck — who suppressed what was 

called the DaUi system — to say nothing of 

« 

the days of Clive and Hastings and the 
• Nabobs.” The root of the evil lies in 
the tribal pcrsoHutl of the Indian services. 
The destruction of llailcybury and Addis- 
combe and throwing open of the services to 
public competition would, it was hoped, im- 
prove their moraU, But under the new system, 
the old Indian families still maintain their 
preponderance, while the fresh admissions 
soon imbibe the <sfri( de corps of the exist- 
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ing body. ••Society** winks at its 
profiting at the expense of Goveininent. aiu! 
even enjoys their ficccing Natives. It* i> a 
pity that Europeans do not a'^sociatc wiih 
native gentlemen of cdiicattun and charactet. 
or they might at one time ur another hear ihi 
names of the black sheep in the service^ 
and the contempt in which they are held. 
In the absence of any healthy intercourse be- 
tween the two races, the native press, what- 
ever Its failings, undoubtedly [icrforins a parti 
cularly important function. That press ha** 
been a more efTcctual check than almost any 
other agency. Of course, the distance at 
which its conductors are kept from all source^ 
of authentic information and, above all, from 
the better intellectual and moral influences 
of European society, cripples its capacity f«*r 
usefulness. Still, when Eurf/pcans arc irritateil 
^d justly irritated, by the sins of the Native 
^fuss, and denounce it for its manifold itn- 
Perfections and faults, it is but just to re 
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member the important function it fulfils or 
essays to fulfil, in a country without recognized 
representative institutions — a dependency of 
a distant Power. Innumerable instances might 
be adduced, over and above a priari arguments, 
to prove the actual benefit of our imperfect 
Press. • ' • • 

The terror naturally inspired by it in those 
whose practices will not bpar scrutiny is the 
chief cause of the passionate animosity towards 
the Press of many Anglo* Indians. If, instead, 
they took more kindly to it, they would do 
better, to themselves ^ as to those within their 
influence. The pity is that they 'do .not 
care to study the press. Without taking the 
trouble to know, they take a violent pre- 
judice against it. All native papers arc 
equally and infinitely bad in the opinion of 
those who never look at any. There arc 
papers and papers, however, and if officials 
made their choice and habitually con- 
sulted the more reputable organs of native 
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thought, they would be savcil a jjood deal 
of indiscretion and save themselves ami 
Government trouble. It is in the omi|>lctc 
absence of touch with the native |».i|iulation 
that the generality of oflicers in the civil 
and political administration so lamentably 
fail. The Governments theinsclves arc in 
these days advanced cnou«*h to rcco«^ni/c the ' 
potver and usefulness of native tipinion. but 
the rank and file of ofTiciaUlom still persist in 
ignorance and disregard of it. • • * ()m 

paper is the only one that has had the 
courage and honesty to, notice the charge 
of bribery and corruption against the Collect- 
or of Calcutta, now under investigation. 

* * A native Indian journal may be regarded 
by journalists and politicians in Kngland aiul 
even quoted in Parliament, yet Indian officers 
may be unfamiliar with its very name. It 
w the natives that entirely support the native 
P^ess. That is natunil and proper, but it 
ought not to be wholly so. This lirnilalion 

i6 
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of constituency has the cflcct of intensifyinf* , 
the partizanship of the press and gradually 
estranging both press and people front Cov- 
ernment and the Europeans. A great deal 
of unnecessary friction of late years is due 
to this cause. I think heads of Government 
might, in a quiet way, specially in their tours, 
enquire into the sources of information of 
ofTicials. what native gentlemen of light and 
leading they see, which papers they consult, &c. 
The subject is a delicate one, and being my- 
self interested 1 am not so sure whether 
my own judgment ^is so unclouded that I 
could suggest any regular official step. Your 
Lordship might know better. Uut the politi- 
cal Agencies are so ill-manned and are situat- 
ed so far from all sources of healthy influence 
and from all knowledge of general Indian 
opinion, that a return may be called for of 
the publications received at every such olTicc 
of whatever dignity or insign iheanre. 



TO LORD DUFFIiRlX. 


-43 


The heat is unprecedented, and simply 
intolerable— even for us of the soil. Wii- 
ly, the agitation against the “ Kxotlus " has 
been avenged! 

I remain, with great esteem, my dear l.ord. 

Yours sincerely, 
Samuiiu C. Mookkkikk. 

To His Excellency the Earl of Dujfcrin. 

t, Uckoor Dim's Linr. 

Calculta, October iSSS. 

My Lord, — Months hiivc elapsed since I last 
had had the pleasure and privilege of .address- 
ing your Lordship. M>> health has not been 
good. . I have been much loo long confined at 
a stretch to this Calcutta atmosphere. Still, 
as I found time for less important things, I 
could certainly make time for a corrcspondciic<; 
which, besides the honour of it, gave me the 
inestimable advantage of bringing me, an un- 
official politician at best, to the foot of the 
fountain of British Policy and political action 
in the East. But I was afraid of overdoing 
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it. It were a shame to have taken advantage 
of such a kindness. So much by way of ex-' 
planation — which is always embarrassing to 
the giver and tedious to the receiver. 

After this length of time, I may be excused 
for desire for knowing the true state of your 
Lordship’s health. At one time the rumours 
in Calcutta European society caused consider- 
able anxiety. Whatever foundation there may 
have been for it, I trust all is now right. It 
is a pity your Lordship has given up the ide.i 
of going to Cashmere. I need scarcely say 
with what pleasure 1 look forward to your 

coming again to Calcutta. 

• • • 

There is great anxiety in Gwalior about 
the Presidency, specially since Mr. Henvey's 
departure from Simla. It was expected that 
the minor Prince’s grandfather would be con- 
firmed in the office, but no orders having fol- 
lowed, the rumour of a British Superintend- 
ence has revived, I hope no such move is in 
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contemplation. The public arc already proiu- 
enough to believe that Government arc intent ! 
on a policy of anglicisation. That may Im: con- 
sidered a little matter, but it is not cx|)cilicht 
to alienate the feelings of the great Mahr.ttta 
State. Nor would the forcing on it of an 
English Viiicr be consistent with the wise ; 
policy of restoring the fort of Gwalior. 

I have the honour to remain, my Loril. 

With sincere esteem and humble attachment. 

Yours sincerely, 
SAMjmu C MooKKkjiii:. 

To Sir Donald Mackinzic WitUaiW 

July 3, iSIki. 

My dear Wallace, — 1 hear the temperature of 
Simla this season is much too high for com-, 
fort On the 22 nd June, Sir Auckland Colvin 
wrote from Natni-Tal to say that they too 
were in a dust hare. Down here the heat 
was frightful, and all the more intolerable 
for being long continued. But God is graci- 
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ous and forsakes not his own. The most 
tedious night is exhausted after all, and at 
last morrow comes. And so the monsoon 
has finally burst in .right earnest It is rain- 
ing delightfully. All nature is dancing again 
with life. By the bye, have you ever seen 
the rains in the Tropics? Few things to my 
mind are so charming as a copious persistent 
downpour, though of 'course continual re- 
petition makes a nuisance of it, as of every 
other thing. 

Now I have submitted to the inexorable law 
of your society by descanting on the weather, 
I may turn to business. 

And first of the subject nearest to us 
Ditchers — the Municipality Bill which awaits 
■viceregal sanction. I do not see how. 
without insulting the Chairman of the Cor- 
poration, and the Legislature, and the Ben- 
gal Government, the oppositionists can be 
gratified. I hear the plea of absence of juris- 
diction in the Council to alter the boundaries 
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has been referred to the Advocate Gcncr.i! 
The opposition to the measure native society 
IS universal. There is a feeling of consternation 
at the prospect of its becoming law. And 
there is justification enough for it. 'flic 
Bill passed is revolutionary as I plainly said in 
Riis^ notwithstanding my |)crsonal kiiulncss 
for Sir Henry Harrison and Dr. SiinpNon. and 
though personally I nithcr like the sanitary 
provisions, feeling that some stifl* d(#sc is re- 
quired to modify the .irrangcmcnts of Indian 
homes and domestic organization. The idea 
of inquisition into the, family sanctum by 
outsiders is horrible to the Oriental mind 
I confess I am no exception. A few )cars 
back, my .servants at my family house at 
Baranagorc, in the north suburban lown^ 
thrashed some surveyor who, armed with 
an order of Government, had trespassed 
into the “ Gardens of the Seraglio of the 
poor Brahman, and I supported them. The 
Survey Department complained to the head of 
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the District and the Police were set upon me. 
The District Superintendent himself came. - 
but instead of coming to me he sent for me 
in the Police way and I did not go. Pro- 
bably his instructions were to come to 
me, so after long waiting in the road under 
the sun he at last came to my house. Instead, 
howes-er, of coming to my room, as I had 
asked him to do through his Inspector, he 
remained downstairs in the courtyard which 
he filled with his rabble and the rabble of 
the street in a sort of enquiry that he pre- 
tended to hold, thinking perhaps he had done 
me as much honour as he could by invading 
my house and the peace o( my family with 
his myrmidons, and that iny turn was then 
to go dorvn on all fours before the Majes- 
ty of the Police. I had a great mind to 
drjve out the impudent beggar for his 
noisy demonstration, but I was not strong 
enough and thought one criminal case was 
enough at a time. The D. S. of course 
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vowed vengeance and soon prc'cccdin^' 
were instituted in the name of the One n 
against the rebel, and my valet was imcl. 
after no little anxiety and expense lo im* 
There was not the sli»;htcst possibility 
implicating me personally in the busini-sN. I 
was not on the scene, ami my face is not 
familiar to the 1^1 ice of Baranagorc where I 
rarely go, or they would have nametl 
^ defend(tnt in view of annoying me. If, in- 
stead of wasting several hours in the court of 
my house, the officer had come and asked 
me, he would have got» all the facts that 
had* come to my notice and my servants wouhl 
have been open to prosecution all the same 
I have gone into all this detail to giv<- 
you and His Excellency an idea of how. 
matters arc ordered in this blessed count r) . 
Only the other day, in my house at Calcutta. 
^ surveyor and his men came and tried 
to break into it in the discharge of their 
duty by order of Government. They were 
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naturally repulsed by my servant — the same 
who had guarded his master's honour at ' 
Karanagorc and had sufTcred for it (for 
though his fine was paid by me as well as 
his counsel found, he suflered enough anxie- 
ty and trouble,) The strangers were imperti- 
nent, saying they had the Sircars hookum 
and were entering all zenanas, but my mah 
was firm and said that the dustoor in that 
family was different from those they had 
hitherto visited. They retired that day, but 
came again and again with the same object, 
their insolence rather increasing at every 
visit. On two occasions I overheard from 
my office what was going on. And again 
there seemed a prospect of my servant 
getting into trouble. But those who have 
a nice sense of honour cannot restrain them- 
selves. Notwithstanding the credentials of 
the surveying party, the pretension to enter 
my zenana seemed such an insult that when 
the matter was reported to me I told them 
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to call again, after they had been several 
times betore, and when they came again their 
.bearing so ve^ced me that I was near committ- 
ing myself as a “mild Hindu” Wat Tyler. 
And in point 'bf fact I Sm naturally a v^ry 
mild man, as I believe most brave men are. 
That will give you the feeling in such matters. 
It is different with the natives who have 
return^ from England, but they do not repre- 
sent the people, in these matters at any 
nAte, * I shall not be surprised if this mea- 
sure brought Government into trouble. 

There is only one waj^ in which the con- 
flicting interests tflight be in some measure 
harmonised, but it will easily suggest itsel? to 
His Excellency and, as I have already taken 
up too much space in this matter, I pass on 
to others. 

What are the reports about the new pewan 
of Indore ? 

Have you noticecf the allegation that the 
Hciildent took the Maharaja of Mysore to task 
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for taking an interest in the National Congress 
and paying a thousand rupees towards the ex- 
penses of that held at Madras ? Is it possible ?. 

You have doubtless seen the younger -- — ’s 
Ibtter on his and hb father’s connection with 

r 

the Residency of Hyderabad. What an ass ! 

Is it true that the Government of India are 
agreed and have recommended the reconstitu- 
tion of the Legislative Councils on a repre- 
sentative basis ? 

This letter was commenced late last nightj 

I read in'^the papers today that there is to 
' < 

be an operation on the Viceroy’s hand. What 
is the matter ? Nothing serious, I hope. 

Yours very sincerely, 
Sambhu C. Mockerjee. 
PS . — Is the Hyderabad Committee consi- 
dered to have worked satisfactorily ? They 
seem fo be jubilitating in the Deccan as if a 
great ^ victory has been won or a gold mine 
discovered. 


S. C M.= 
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From Sir Donald Mackenzie Wallace, 
o - 

Private Secretary’s Office, 
Viceregal Lodge, 
Simla, July 6, 1888. 

• 

Dear Mr. Modkerjee, — I ^am directed by th^ 
Viceroy to acknowledge with thanks the* re- 
ceipt of your letter of the 20th June. His 
Excellency has read it with much interest 
and itftended to reply* to it at some length, but 
his time is at present so fully occupied that I 
^ink- there is very little chance of his being 
able tocarry out his intention. Ybu^can readi- 
ly understand that a Viceroy’s official duties 
leave him very littie time for the friendly dis- 
cussion of big questions in private lexers. 

As for tfie native preae, if I began to*' 
discuss that subject I should be in danger 
of writing a volume. Suffice it to sa^ that 
here it is not by any means so neglect- 
ed and ignored as you seem to suppose and 

* • 

that^ whilst its follies and sins are deplored, 
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its merits and services are duly recognized. As 

o ^ 

yet it is still in its infancy, and we may hope 
that its wisdom and public u&fulness wilL 
increase with its ye&rs. 

^ Yours sincerely, 

Donald Mackenzie Wallace. 
P. S . — I have just noticed with regret in 
the Peis and Rayyet an attack on my worthy 
and esteemed assistant, ’Mr. Panioty. I can-, 
not suppose that it is from your pen, because 
it displays a personal animosity to which you!> 
pen, so far as I know it, is a straoget. Per- 
haps some day wheh we get down to Calcutta 
you will honour the prenSises with a visit 

and judge for yourself. For the lease of the 

• 

prenhses it is I who am responsible and I flatter 
myself I made * very good bargain. I was 
careful however whilst securing the benefits 
for my successor not to bind him in the mat- 
ter. ,He cannot be ejected or have the rent 
raised on him, l}ut he ihay give up the pre- 
raises, if he Jikes, on reasonable notice' bding 
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given teethe proprietor. If he can find at the 
same price anything half as suitable as re- 
gards localitj^and other conveniences he will 
be more fqrtunate thag I have been, and 1 
trust for his ov^ sake and for the sake of Jbe 
public interests that he may be able to retain 
Mr. Panioty^s services. 

In a paragraph in the same number I notice 
it is safd : ** VVe mean to return to the subject/' 
If it is intended to make an onslaught on the 

leasing of present premises, it is at me and 

• © 

not at Mr. Panioty that th« shafts sl^uld be 
directed. 

D. M. W. 

To Sir Auckland Colvin, 

Calcutta, December i8, i88^. 

*0 

My dear Sir Auckland, — Pray excuse m.e 
this delay in entering epistolary appearance. 
It were foolish in one in my situation to 
plead to you want of leisure, seeing how 
much you have always to do and how yoq 
madage to do it all. bttt ir has been a very 
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busy time with me, so much so that « I have 
not been able to give the necessary amount 
of’ attention to my paper. Last ^week, I was» 
glad enough to ask gt the last moment an- ^ 
otfjer to do the welcome “ leader'* and had 
not time to give it the finishing strokes to 
rescue it from the commonplace, being engaged 
on the other articles, one written to help the 
poor tenantry of the Mldnapore estate*" of the 
Burdwan Raj and the other at the particular 
request of friends, A part of the ‘ delay 

o • 

was caused by the mysterious disapf>earance 
— to use the dialect of the Agony column 
of^ British newspapers-^f my bunch of 
keys of my correspondence boxes (I never 
leaVe your letters and such like paper* on the 
table but alwa)^ keep them under lock and 
key) for more than a week. Thank God the 
Prodigal has returned home safe and sound, 
though after infinite trouble taken in vain. 
Office' and sleeping apartments and sitting 
rpom and library and zenana were ail tin* 
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sacked^all my books and papers and things 
overhau^d for the missing keys in vain. 

.They turned up accidentally on Monday. 
You have, no idea the crowded state 
of my place and cannot sympathise with 
me for the disturbance caused by the search. 
I may here mention that Mr. William 
Dtgby, the Congress agent in England, 
came Ito see me by appointment on Mon- 
day. The first remark he made, “ after 


compliments,” was that he found me in 
just thfi kind of apartmeflt he had^pictured 
me occupying in his mind, — surrounded by 
books and papers and prints — books ^pn 
the^ table, books, &c. on the side-table a^d 
shelves, tbooks in heaps lying on the floor, 
pictures on the wall, unframed paintings 
laid against the wall from the floor. I wonder 
what he thought of the smoking apparatuses 

of sorts which were lying about, all •dif- 

* • 

ferent from the snake-piped Jeypore kaokah 
fredi which I was drawing the* odoriferous 
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fumes of tobacco doctored with the 
spices of Araby the Blest and tSe Far-* 
ther East 

Your letter to Mr. ^^Hume is brilliant and 

> ^ 

(icifiivt . . Its main drift is sound and it^ force 
rresistible. In despair the Congressists gave 
)Ut that the Viceroy «had disowned you, but 
it last it transpired at the St Andrew's Dinner 
Lhat Lord DufTerin had taken your cue. He 
p^d you an unusual compliment, very 

honourable to him, . by quoting you ih htsi 

0 

historic ^oration. His peroration- is enriched 
by one of your best passages. I was talking 
on^ the subject in private with him and said 
tl^tt you might have made your case stro^er 
an^'he seemed to agree, but in what view 
1 .could not ascertain. You had no assistance, 
evidently. • • • 

Ndw that the session is at hand, 1 feel 
thaf 1 ouf^t to go and see the Congress, 
more so as aft» the event I covld 
sot relf OB osyMIy's report Tlie di^ 
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culty ^is to find accommodation. I cannot 
^top at* Lowther Castle, and would not 
liv^ there, ^huddled together with so many, 
even if I went as a delegate. All my friends 
arc mad abotit the Congress and Congr^i^^s- 
ists, besides all have been long since en- 
gaged. If I asked, perhaps I could get a 
separate tent away from the bustle of our 
Indiait Runny mede, * but I would not ask 
Hume or Bonnerjee. I am making some 
l^egociations. Should they succeed, I expect 
to pass* some days with you, if you are in 
an accessible country. 

Yours sincerely, 
Sambhu C. Mookerj^e. 

Whenever Dr. Mookerjee noticed a {!>fece 

• • 

of superior writing in a.ny*o( the papers, 
he tried to unearth the author. He 
often said that we*' bad so few waiters 
amongst us that any one who discovered 
power above the average should be sought 
oiit*aiid fencourt^^. In this way he made 
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the acquaintance of many novices and ex- 
horted them to persevere. His advice tc^ 
such was to endeavour to express thqm- , 
selves neatly, without using sesquipedalian 
words ; and above all to avdid quotations 
from the British poets. The excision of 
superfluous words in a sentence was the 
foremost characteristic of a good style. He 
was equally averse to* the use of {flirase^ 
from the Greek and Latin classics when the 
homely Anglo-Saxon would serve as well. • 

/^m Babu Sarada Kanta Gukh, 

47» SangattoU, 
Dacca* November 25, 188S. 

Dpar Sir, — I have to acknowledge with.thanks 
the" Receipt of your kind and affectionate letter 
of the 2 1st instSnt 1 consider it a privilege ^ 
to receive communications from an important 
person like you. Fir^ of all, I deem it. 
proper to confess that I am a “ school boy,” 
i>at it is the school Boys who are generally 
foond to he ambitious of a journalistic 
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career^, because so indifferent arc our coun- 

Q ^ 

X ien to public interests that no sooner do 
begin the world than all their connection 

with literature^ politic^, &c., ceases to exist. 

# • 

The " Indian Nation,” the “ Bengalee” and qMier 
weeklies of the metropolis have their corres- 
pondents here ; and on that score I asked 
you to appoint me your Dacca correspond- 
ent. Though a school boy myself, I have 
the pleasure to assure you that I am in 
position to know everything that occurs 
in our* town. I hope that my liters will 
all contain fresh and important events that 

9 

may interest your subscribers. 

^ you have expressed a desire always* to 
" encouAge the young.” This is as it skbuld, 

• tt 

be. Because there would Be but few njen 
to look after the young generation of 
India, if our true-hearted and gdAerous 
countrymen (unfortunately ^ whose number 
is not very large) do not care to encourage 
feheba. 
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I indeed cherish the ambition to be ^ good 
writer and I have made up my mind b/ 
follow in the footsteps of some recognimd • 
literary man ; hence* my strong, desire to , 
read your paper. 

I intended to attend Levies, Evening 
Parties, &c., to enable myself to give you a 
faithful account of His Excellency’s move* 
ments here. However I have managed 
by some other means which I need not 
mention. ^T^t I have any connection' witle 
your paper is knoWh to very few and Shall not 
be known to many. At the pressing request of 
a gpntleman I have sent you a letter which is 
too long to be published in the column^ of 

Reis and Rayyet.” I hope you wiM excuse 

• • 

me this time; dSn’t think that I agree with 
all the views of the writer thereof. It would 
be uhbecoming on my part to indulge in a 
crititism of thf administration of Lord 
Dufferin or to condemn the policy by which 
he picked. 
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I hope you will always take a tender interest 
me and favour me with kind instructions 
, frelm time to'time. 

Yours faithfully, 
Sara*da Kanta GUHiV. 
From Mr. S. E. J. Clarke. 


Bengal Chamber of Commerce, 
Calcutta, December 24, i838. 

My dear I>r. Mookerjee, — I gladly pay 

my tribute to the courage and wisdom 

bf your leader of today. You are a 

brave *man who sees \#hat is wjinted in 

the Native Press and sets a fine example. 

Such an article* must be productive^ of 

gopdr-for it must lead thoughtful and J[n< 

dia-loving natives into a better path on a 
• ® • 

higher level than most df the journalism 
around us. 

I felt proud of Reis and RayyeP when 
I read the article. 


Yours sincerely, . 
S. E../. Clarxb. 
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From Sir Donald Mackenzie Wallace. 

o * 

Governrtient House, 
Calcutta, February 16, 1^9. « 

My dear Mookerjee, — ^ * • , * 

O ^ ri 

quite understand your old reluctance 
to mix much with Europeans, but now that 
*you have to some extent come out of your 
shell I hope you will not crawl into it 
again. We greatly want men of your stamp 
as a connecting link and I trust that your 
example of manly independence may not ba» 
without effect on your countrymen. In any 

o 

case, please to remember me as one of your 
friends though a semi-official European, and 
believe me, 

Yours sinceaely, 

Donaid Mackenzie ‘Wallace. 

» 

Dr. FitzEdward Hall, on his arrival in India, 
madedthe acquaintance of the well-known Dutt 
family of Wellington Square, whose name was 
a. synonym for culture a'hd hearty rect^nition 
of literary morit Babu Rajinder Dutt ttM 
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struck with his learning and ability ; and in- 

o 

"induced him to the then Bishop of Calcutta 
Ihi^gh whoSe influence he obtained a post 
in the Educational Service of the North- 

^ • o 

Western Provinces. He subsequently becaipe 
Principal of the Benares College ; established 
a reputation for sound Oriental scholarship, 
and, on his well-merited retirement, was ap- 
pointed an examiner’ by the Civil Service 
Commissioners. 

To Dr. FitsEdward Hall. 
pear SJr, — Allow me to introduce nyrself to 
i^ou as an Oriental admirer of one of the 

Ivery first of Orienlklists. It is now twenty- 
i ® 

i eight^ ears since 1 had the first and last 

opportunity of being thrown into your com- 
pany. But f had known ^ou by repute, 
land I am pretty familiar with your Oriental 
Writings and have always valued them. » The 
lact is that I am a most intimate frienj) of 

I ® ' 

|K>ur friends the Dtitts. Although a high 
IBrahmao myself, I have these, thirty years 
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regarded them and been regarded by them, 
to most intents and purposes, as * a bloc^ 
relation. Hence I early came 'to knosw oi^ 
at least to know of their connections; native 
ai}d European. 

When you last went to see them I was 
summoned from my ..home at Baranagore 
in the northern suburbs, to meet you, as 
you had expressed a desire to see tfie late 
Kaliprosunno Singhi so famous for his 

Bengali translation . of the Mahabharat^, 

© 

who was a particular friend of mine. I founds 
you in Woomesh Chunder^s little room ir^ 
the corner of the BaitakRhana house, as it; 

Q : 

is^ called, and I took you over to Jocgganlwr 
to ' see Singh, Woomesh’s younger* brother,^ 
Sooresh ChundeP accompanying. You had a 
pretty long animated conversation with Singt* 
which much interested and edified me. 

September 17, 1^^, 

t wrote so far sometime ago with a faltt^n^ 
hand* to aftprise vou , of the oe 
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common friend, Rajinder Dutt, but was 
Interrupted and did not finish, and forgot 
all\bout it, ®until I received your kind note 
.by last mail. Even then my first idea was 

0 ® o 

that I had sent my letter and that yoivs 
was a reply and I actually asked Babu 
Jogesh Chunder Dutt (the only surviving 
son of the late Doorga Churn Dutt, and 
brother of Woomesh Chunder, Grish Chun- 
der and Sooresh Chunder whom you knew, 
who be^*des literary assistance manages this 

o 

paper, ^tting at the same table wjth me) 
whether that was not so ? He replied that 
no letter had been sent you, but only the 

0 

An examination of your epistle . al|0 


disclosed* no terms of acknowledgmedf of 

• • 

my correspondence. I have* now discovered 
the unfinished letter. 

You will have seen that we published. 
Theodore Neal’s last letter to Rajinder d»ted 
■ so fa^ back as 1867 *and two of Mhy last 
fiwnS Mr. Silsbee to Jogesh’s nephwr Prakash 
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who is at school, the latter containing refer* 

0 

ences to yourself. May we' make simiU^hr 
use of the last letter that /ou wrot^ t® 
the deceased ? 

,It was very kind of Mr. Sifsbee after more 
than thirty years to come to see Rajinder and 
the Outts. He took his quarters at a neighbour- 
ing hotel and used to pass all day either at 
the family house down the lane or m this 
Baitakkhana house where I write and in which 

our office and press are housed. He 'macAe 
o 

a great^ impression on us all, I my^lf being 

not the least affected. We are, whatever our 

faults, an affectionate people. I was deeply 

ny>ved when he left us and ever aften a,i^mk 

of lilm from time to time, and I dare say the 

• • 

same is the cAe with others of us. If you^ 
write to him, please give him the kindest re- 
gards of “the Editor” by which title be- 
loved to designate me. 

, We are all much a*ffected by your hearty 
tribute to Rajinder’s worth in the New Tcek 
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Nation, Mr. Silsbee told me of your connec- 
%Dn with!® the paper, of which he spoke highly 
gs\ne of th» leading organs of the country. 
I find it of high calibre too and should be 
much obliged if you coulcf conveniently sencf 


over the copies in which your writings appear. 

As you seem to have got my name in ad- 
vance of my address, from the advertisement 
of my fittle book, I amr bound to send you a 
copy, which I do with all the gratitude of 
^pectancy. • • • 


Yours jnost* faithfully. 


Sambhu C. Mcx)k^rjee. 
To Coloml /. C. Ardaghy 


Private Secretary to the Viceroy. 

f^gram, dated September 17, 1889. 
o 


Cannot the Currency Office be closed during * 
Pooja? All Bengal Will be ever grateful. 
Financial letter 452 of ’80, Bengal 328 of ’^2. 

To Colonel J. C, Ardagh. ^ 

September 30, 1889. 


I^«dear Colonel Saheb, — Urged by the state 
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of public feeling around me among my 
countrymen, I have taken the liberty to sei^ 
you a telegram on a public question.* 
ordinary circumstances I would have written 

g O • • 

St regular letter, but the goddess is already 

upon us — the preliminary ceremonies have in 

many families begun, and if anything is to be 

done about the Fooja Holidays it must be done 

at once. The distance ’between Simla and the 

Viceroy's deserted capital in the plains is so 

great that I availed myself of the mighty 

machinery of the electric post which y<>ur own 
© * 
civilization had put in my hands. The matter 

is of the greatest importance to native society 
in Bengal, without distinction of creed, ^ugh, 
of cQurse, it is only Hindus with rafe excep- 
tions that worship Doorga. FoVj irrespective 
of its religious connection, this Pooja is 
the secognized Long Vacation of the people, 
wh^n ' men return home from great dis- 
tances • and alf partif, when relatives and 
friciKhi meet, when once in ^ year*t^< 
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exiles come not only in obedience to the 
oktates of kinship and affection •but also "^tb 
accoun\:s, repair their homesteads and 
altogether, as the saying goes, put their houses 

c» 

in order. Any** detraction from the integrity 
of such an institution cannot but be greviously 
felt throughout the ‘country. If His Ex- 
cellency could see his way to preserve it for 
the people, he might depend upon the blessings 
of miilicsns. 

tOth'er rulers are gratefully** remembered 
for their solicitude in their behalf, for the 


question has beet), settled repeatedly. 

September 

I was wilting on Friday last when I re- 
-eived ypur letter. I stopp*ed in order to 
enquire whether instructions Wlad been receiv- 
i^d at the Current^ Office and what effect 
‘hey would have ^there. I put mysrif in com- 
nunkatuMi with the head ofKthe Accounts 


^epartMmt and have learqt that, a jfew clerks 
iOL, attend, 
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rill fnu!^ 


men will, fairly enough, not be required to 

coffte all the* days. It is calculated that 

than half the Currency establishment will 
c . ' . i 

have their Doorga Pooja interfered with. 

'this is a great pity. The effecf already is that 

the Indian Mirror, in expressing the feelings 

of the people, foolishly^ talks in a style that 

should never be indulged in, or at any rate 

ought to be reserved for the last extremity. 

For ray® part, I trying to pou»t, oil on 

^ the troubled •waters and reason ray people 

into the belief that the evil will not prove 

so very « great after all; that at all events 

Govi^rnment .have done as much as they 

could, under the circumstances, and that 

they ought to *feel thankful to His Excc! 

lency the Viciroy. 

I certainly am indebted to him for tli 
prompt notice of my appeal,, and request y^ 
will convey to His Excellency my best-tiutnl 

•Ydttf* jtmly, 

RAUSMTIjr. 
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To Mr, E. F. T. Atkinson* . 

September 20, 1889. 

My* dear AtlJinson, — You cannot be unaware 

t 

of the strong feeling t|ie country on the 
subject of the ?ooja holidays. It is a genuine 
feeling, due to a real grievance, and no sham 
product of wire-pulling patriots and publi- 
cists. It is not the political classes that 
are agitated but the true country and enlight- 
ened middle class of Bengali society. Had 
Cttir politicals been concerned you would have 
heard a® good deal more •about it, jnd the 
smaller merchants and speculators who are 
behaving so ungenerously by their poor office 
drud^s^T^s^^uld have been astonished at the 
hornets* ®est they had lightly ^isturbed.^ 

I confess I was pained to h^r that you 
had threatened the eighty odd clerks who 
had presumed to represent their grievance ir>- 
dividually with pains and penalties unless 
they withdrew their respective representations; 

I ceMhitily thought that you. having so long 
18 
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been in ^ these Provinces, would show more 
sympathy with these poor helpless assistants 
of your great department. At atny rate, they, 
might be left without^ molestation to try the 
effect of their appeal for ftiercy to the 
generosity of higher authority. 

I have no personal interest in the question. 

1 am not and never have been in Govern- 

o 

meat pay, and I have' no relation or con-, 
nectipn or friend whatever in any Govern- 
ment office or even mercantile firm, except 

O' 

perhaps^a poor, very poor but most® worthy 
friend drawing a few rupees — some Rs. 20 or 
Rs. 30, I belifevc — in a‘ trading business. But 
living in the country among I , 

cannot be callous to the hardships of my 

e * 

countrymen.* The new departure has been 
a blow to them and they justifiably regard 
tlie poUcy of which it is the outcome with 
/ronsttroati^. 

I liave at Ibe pains to appeal to the 
Viceroy in their behalf, and, althot^h time 
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is short, I am not without hope that you may 
receive some communication by telegraph. If 
,you do, I Iftjpe you will give it merciful con- 
struction. Whether, indeed, any suggestion 
from head-quaftters come or not, I earnestly 
beg you will relent and do as much as now 
lies in your power to minish the severity 
of the blow and sweeten the pill. 

Hoping you will appreciate the frankness of 
this communication, 

I remain, most faithfully yours, 
Sambhu C. Mookerjee. 

To Mr. E. F. T. Atkinson. 

* September 27, 1889. 

My de^]>Mr. Atkinson — Pray excuse the delay 
in acknowledging, beyond the peon booS; re- 
ceipt of youV courteous communication. 

I was relieved to . receive your emphatic 
contradiction of ' the rumour that had gpt 
abroad about the coercion exercised on the 
petitioning clerks by the* Accountant General. 
Bahndur bims^. We of the press sure, 1 con- 
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fess, given to suspicion, still I had my doubts. 

O 

Whatever might be your attitude, on the ques- 
tion, I could not well believe that a . great 
functionary in your ^o^'tion would so commit 
fiigiself to partizanship with Kershiees or against 
them. I told people accordingly, but thought 
it as well to enquire at the fountain-head. 

I am glad to hear that your sympathies are 

o 

with the clerks in this* business, and indeed 
you have since given the public the best proof 
of it by withdrawing the obnoxious order, li 
seems as if you were only waiting for’permis- 
sion from higher authority to cancel the act of 
the Comptroller-General 

J 

Your asseveratiqn of personal sympatil^.iyith 
^ • 

the people was hardly required, except for the 

e * 

suspicion to which, under trying circumstanced, 
the best friends are liable. Sympathy comes 
naturally of knowledge, and your knowledge 
was known to me. I refer not only to your 
Jong .experience of*' the country, but to the 
conversatloii that I had with you at**your 
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‘ official residence, some years back, . on the 

history and localities of Upper India. But 

»you are one* that loves to hide his light 

under a bushel. Sucl^ 2^ character specially 

claims the regard of one who in his own way 

has been content to pursue his studies and clo 

his duty by the world in obscurity, while 

fussy hypocrites and sciolists have been 
^ # 

lauded to the skies and recognized as the 
only true men. I am, however, glad to 
have drawn you out, though in a confidential 
way, an 3 extracted a copy'of your interesting 

monograph on the Religions of the Himalyas. 

• 

Many, many thanks for it. I will read it 
during holidays and let you know. Meay- 
time, allaw me to subscribe myself, in haste. 
Yours very sincerely, 
Sambhu C. Mookerjee. 
P.S . — From the delay in your issuing the last 

orders on the Holidays it seems that you receive^ 

. • 

a fresh communication from Simla. Was it so? 

S C. M. 




278 


LET9'E1{S' 


From Colonel Ardagh, 

Viceregal Lodge, 
Simla, Sd||>tember 1889. 

Dear Dr. Mookerj^,-vl trust that the ques 
ti«n of the Doorga Fooja liolidays u^n 
which you have telegraphed and written to 
me, has, for this occasion at least, been closed 
to the satisfaction of those interested. 

There is, however, a paragraph in your, 
letter to me on which I wish to make a 
few remarks. 

My tplegram informed you that the Currency 
Offices were to be closed during the holidays 
with the reservation that a few clerks were 
tq attend on certain days so thamsrrangp- 
ihents might be made for the conveirience of 
the mercanftle community. You tell me in 
your letter that it was calculated that the 
result of the order would be that "mbre 
than one hajf of the Currency establishment 
•will thus have their Dooi^ Pooja interfer- 
ed with.** 
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• f* 

I can perceive from the rest of your letter 

that you yourself fully appreciate the motives 

which actuated the Viceroy in issuing his 

orders upon a .case which came before him 
♦ 

unexpectedly ^for immediate solution, an4 ih 
which it was necessary to consider and safe- 
guard antagonistic interests ; and I am there- 
fore somewhat surprised at your acceptance 

o 

without question of art interpretation so entire- 
ly opposed to the Tetter and spirit of the 
telegram ; for it appears to me, that even by 
exercising the most perverse and malicious 
ingenuity in carrying out the order, it would 
still have been impossible to attain the con- 

sequef\pfts ascribed to it. 

< • 

With, regard to the reservation, it appeared 
superfluous ’to explain at Iwigth in the* 
telegram that there was a possible * 
difficulty in the way of closing altogetljer, 
dependent on certain .legal obligations con- 
nected with the paynftnt of*money,^ which 
it •>» indispensable to guard against 1 and 
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© • 

it did not appear necessary or advisable 
to state that instructions had been issued 
that the few clerks whose pre«ence might ^ 
be needful were to be selected from ‘those 
who were not Hindus, in order that none 
of that religion might -be deprived of their 
holiday. In short, no greater solicitude for 
those concerned could* possibly have been 
shown. I think it may* be pointed out that 
the claim to the entire suspension of the busi- 
ness of the State in public departments or^ 
religious holidays of* whatever creed, hac never 
been admitted ; and a little consideration will 
convince you that it vVould be impracticable. 
i need only mention the Army, the K^lways, 
and "the Postal Department, in order, to in- 
dicate the intolerable inconveifience which 
would arise from pushing such a principle to 
its^logical conclusions. These questions must 
be dealt with in practice by compromises, 
devised in a* spirit* of mutual forbearance, 
for the general convenience of all ;«->-aif(i it 
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•is to be hoped that before this question crops 
up again^ a satisfactory arrangement may 
J?e arrived a^ by reasonable concessions on 
both sides. 

I remain, yours faithfully, 

J. C. ArdaGH. 

To Mr. Edward Jenkins. 

“ Reis and Rayyei” Office, 
Calcultn, October 8, 1889. 

My dear Sir, — I duly received your favour of 
J^ne with the valuable series of articles on 
the Congtess. I am also feceiving rej;ularly 
the Overland Mail. I hope you get Reis 
and Rayyet by every *mail, though I have 
yet seeno«o sign in your journal. I reproduced 
your abl^ article on the Mahomedan Move- 
ment in connection with the Caitutta Maho- 
medan Literary Society. The Founder-Sec- 
retary, Nawab Abdool Luteef Bahadoor, w 
my intimate life-long friend. Although he, 
is a staunch Mussalman and 1 am a Brahman 
->8 'Brahman of Brahmans as Dr. W. H 
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© • 


Russell, who had been in India, once called- 

O 

me — we have for thirty years been as brothers. 
It was a great pleasure to me •to read you^ 
sympathetic views^ in respect of the Maho-^ 
'medans with whom, alone amdhg Hindu poli- 
ticians, I have ever sympathised. That . plea- 
sure was enhanced by wonder at the freedom of 
your pretty long piece 6f writing from error of 

o 

any kind such as is almost inevitable in foreign 
productions. Even Professor Vamb^ry writing 
to the Nawab has not been able to avoid ^it 

O 

— he w^ho is not only a great Orientalist but has 

travelled almost to the frontiers of India. One 

notable instance I remember. He talks nf 

coming out to India where he hopes t»o address 
© • 

the^ahomedans in Persian, as if it vuere their 
own tongue.® So far from Persian being one 
of the Indian vernaculars, none but learned 
Mussalmans of the old class know it, and -few 
of those who have read Persian can speak 
it or- understand it when spoken. The Pro- 
fessor might jtist as well address ah fifdian 
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ATahomedan audience in Hungariap ! Lord 
Dufferin committed the same mistake. He 
itold me thaf he learnt Persian because he 
was informed that it ^aS| the lingua franca 
of Asia and fie hoped to be able to com* 
municate direct with the people. But he 
found to his disappointment that not even 
the best of Mahomedans understood him or 
could converse in Persian. The Hindustani 
has better claims to be regarded as a 
swrt of lingua francay but even that is 
not genially understood "las people ^re apt 
to. imagine. 

^ Why don’t you collect your articles on the 
Indian iSongress and the reform of the Legis- 
lative jjj^uncils ? They quite merit separate pub- 
lication in a permanent form. I* have myself 
from the first been of -opinion that the move- 
ment set on foot by Mr. Allan Hume and bis 
native followers — some of them men of gre<^ 
accomplishments and ability and, what is* 
betlfe, of real patriotism, however misguided — 



284 


LET»TE1^^. 


was preiyiature. And of course I am tfte butt ot 

<k 

their abuse and ill will. They will find out their 
mistake when they succeed in dbtaining anyi 
large measure of ^representation by election. 
^Already, we don’t find men for our municipal 
boards. How will they fill a Chamber of 
Deputies ? 

Allow me to send for your kind accept- 
ance a copy of a small book of travels at 
home. • ^ 

My book has not been published in England. 
It bead's no Indian publishers' nafne even, 

being issued from this office. Nor is it for 

• 

sale at any booksellers’ in this country or 

» 

in^ any other. I need scarcely say how 
thanlcrul I shall be to have any suggestions 
or dorrectiotft from so famous a master of 
the craft. 

I remain, 

My dear Sir, 

Most truly yours, 
SAMBHU C. MOOkB&jETE. 
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To Mr. G. Syamald Row. 

October 8, 1889. 

JMy dear Mr. Syamala Row, — You have 

^knocked' at an auspicious Reason and, indeed, 
on - the very iDay of Luck. This is the* 
evening of the full moon (after the Dusserah) 
on which the Goddess of Fortune, Lakshmi 
is worshipped. We are in the chronolo- 
gical centre of our Doorga Pooja Long Vaca- 
tion. The whole weekly journalism of Bengal 
liropef is in abeyance. There is still work 
enough for me at any rate? — more th^ ever 
perhaps — but it is not of an exigent kind, 
Your first letter misse*d fire by coming at 
an unfortunate moment. The fact is, I dyl 
not se^ it in time ; but months after I 
picked up an open letter which* was yours. 
It is difficult — I may at once say impossible 
to • attend to all the letters received by 

an editor. But it is not the young or th^ 

, » 

obscure that are neglected in this office. I 

♦ 

am once a bad and good correspondent : 
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I am irregular and forgetful, but when I do- 
write I pour out my mind, writing at length 
and conversing on paper. I am* afraid 1 bor^ 
my correspondents^ as at this moment, with 
*my long-windedness. I am Hinfortunately a 
prey to a monologous and discursive habit. 

I love to encourage the young, and so 
they are pretty sure' of hearing from me, 

G 

however much I may offend exalted per- 
sonages. Just now I might be addressing 

more than one noble Lord both here ai^fl 

© 

in England, but i pfefer Mr. G'. V.»Syamala 
Row. 

So far so good. /Snd now for the bad. 
For business, you know, is business — uisually a 

G * 

hardt^ dry, disagreeable thing — at bgst a mi- 
serable yarm 

I truly regret that I cannot give you an 
answer after your heart. Your productions 
far as I have read the pieces forwarded, 
are not poetry. They are not good verse, 
either ; sometimes no verse at all.® • For 
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all that, you may find many openings for 
publication in the Native Press. Indeed, 
«ome of the pieces — the Lines to Allan 
Hume and the Gree|inj{ to Norton and 
Bonnerjee, have already appeared in the 
Hindu— %o much the worse for that excellent 
paper! I am sorry that my brother editors 
do not know better. It is evidence of that 
want of culture and of that absence of the 
critical faculty that degrades our press in the 
qpinioh of European society. The truth un- 

• < 3 » 

fortunately is that with the • exception ^f two 
Parsis, Mr. Padshah of Calcutta and Mr, 
Malabari of Bombay, our journalists are singu- 
larly deficient in literature. Even the Anglo- 
Indian Bress is weak to a degree in this res- 
pect, as was confessed last yeaf when the 
editor of a leading, Calcutta daily sent 
over to this Press Mr. Locke Richardsow, 
the Shakespearean reciter, with a note of inj 
troduction to roe, to be ’examined in his pre- 
teMUnsi It is passinf strange that the ex* 
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perienced editors of the HindUy who are 
unquestionably clever and able men, do not 
see the utter inanity, the haltfhg verbosity, 
and the defectivi| construction of such a 
pi^ce as your Greeting fond fo magnificent 
seditionists.” These faults are so glaring, that 
you yourself ought to see them. You have 
evidently not matter ^nd language enough 
for heroics. Accordingly, the gaps are mecha- 
nically filled up with expletives and useless 
epithets, and you are reduced to fr^queiV: 
repetition and idle interrogation.* The same 
difficulty, for the same reason, you experience 
with your stanzas. Take the first : It is one 
niass of repetition of a single salu^tion — 
“ Hafl, Norton and Bonnerjee !” For these four 
words you h*ve employed twenty. You were 
met by a difficulty at the outset — to make 
up eight syllables of your first line. So you 
called your “ mild Hindu ” “ meek” — which 

.certainly does not sfdvance the matter. The 

sUnza is open to a more serious objeStfon* 
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It causes a “ derangement of epitaphs.'^ There 
is no knowing Who*s is who ? An English 
j^reader would> take Norton to be the mild 
Hindu, and Bonperjee to England’s worthy 
child. So ydU see that, notwithstandipgf 
your lavish expenditure of words, you have 
not made your ordinary opening salutation 
clear and have confused the identity 
of its objects. The * second stanza opens 
promisingly, but the promise is broken be- 
fore reaching the semicolon. From “ A na- 
tion’s gcatitude and love” what *a fall is 
in this place !” — a perfectly irrelevant 

phrase whose impertinfence you suffer meek- 
ly, na^^, actually invite, in order to secure 
the benefit of the answering rhyme. Well 
for yoiT coufd you keep clear of both place 
and race ! But for thescf, perhaps, you might 
escape the lamentable sinking of your vers^. 
You might then possibly avoid such an 

<3 ‘ * 

awkward sentiment — " Nad^ht can our thankful- . 

ness> vemove.” Then you could not possibly 
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write ** yyre are a grateful race/’ I wonder 
you do not see the solemn ridiculousness of 
that dictum in the connection. All youta 
rhymes are of the^sajpe character, not flow- 
ing naturally from the thought, but com- 
manding it. 

You have matter, such as it is, for no 
more than a couple df stanzas, at most 
three. This you spread out into*eight. Vi- 
gorous writing in prose and metre is out of 
the question under such circumstances. • Yo^i 
have either a defective notion of •metrical 
diction, or, in striving to make bricks 
without straw, you Suppress your critical 
sense for the nonce. The latter is, of^ course, 
the *^true theory, and you unnecessarily 
reduce me to remind you that in this place,” 
“returning here,” and such like words and 
phrases cart only sink the fair bark of Lyric 
Poesy. Besides the • tautology, the opening 
, line is marred by ttfe adjective “-able,” a word 
which has no business in verse. Shall I 'te)l*you 
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*that the only decent thing in your Greeting 
— at any rate in your eight stanzas — is a 
single adjecti\/h — ** peerless.” “ Peerless Norton” 
is excellent The wholf ^ine is very good, 

“ Our peerless Norton come !” and the beet* 
of the eight lines. 

So there is yet hope for you, if you give 
your higher self play and be in no hurry to 

t'j 

be a famous poet before you have gone through 
the necessary discipline — of which this letter 
iTV^y wfell be regarded as a part — and acquired 
the requisite fund of observation and ^ ideas. 
This latter is a question of time, except 
for a few favoured souls who seem to descend 
on our •earth fully equipped. 

But Jj9w came you to write such stuff 
as the opening lines of your herefle couplets ? 

“All hail to you, my country’s faithful friends, 

From Britain’s isle, on which our ideal depends, 

And where you worked so well for Bharat-land, 

That we can^ sure, achieve a sficcess grande ” 

TM Very punctuation, carefully as you 
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have, in obedience to metrical necessity,* 
punctuated the passage, is faulty. There is 
not, in an opening salutat^)n, a singloi 
mark of admiratii|n, ^either a«t the beginning,^ 
^in the middle, or at the end.^ The grammar 
is not better in oth<3r respects. What does 
“And” connect? It is a mere stop-gap. 

“ Can ” ought to be might.” There is no 

o 

end to the filling-in process. What a succes- 
sion of pleonasms in ’ “ Britain’s isle ” and 

“ Bharat-land !” Say you that it is Bharat — a»d 

• * 

not Bhdrat ? Does that mend the matter ? 
Do you ordinarily say — Johnson-land . or 
Goldsmith-land ? Why* not say at once Bha- 
rat s land? Of course, without special warn- 
ing, most readers will read “ BharaUland ” as 

f • 

if it were Bhdrat-latid. The crowning blunder 
is in the scanning of the last line. Are 
aur brethren in the South accustomed- to 
pronounce the penultimate word as suc-cess? 
Or, bow came the Hindu to admit such 


a verse? 
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s • 

Your ballad is better, because there.in you 
have something like a story to tell and that 
form is more •easy to imitate. But do, like 
^a good boy, eschew all at blank verse. 

You* can produce only bad and queer prose 
in the effort to write poetry. Even Southey 
and Wordsworth are frequently prosaic to 
the last decree. 

The sonnet is not only a difficult but also 
a delicate business, which has been beyond 
many true poets and men of genius. You 
ought to ‘have recognised the fact in tl^e in- 
stance you quote. Boccage’s sonnet may be 
good in the Portuguese, but what a poor thing 
in ^ the ^^nglish version! It is well written^ 
and, I d^pe say, faithful enough. Your imita- 
tion is good, perhaps better. But Vhat, after 
all, is there in it ? 

October 9 

An imitation cannot substantiall]^j go beyond 
the original. What is there in the original, 
I as^*? Nelson comes bleeding from the field 
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of battle to Elysium, makes an indifferent, nof 

o 

to say foolish, speech to the poor affrighted 
ghosts, bragging of having rliised Europe 
from thraldom, a |^rejence finally reduced by 
*tbe speaker himself to his having thrown a'tolt 
against France for which his own countrymen 
were mighty glad and thankful to him ; then 

Alexander, the Macedonian military lunatic, 

0 

after his juvenile habit, weeps and envies the 
new comer, although the* latter had defeated 
only one nation on the seas. Such ' is tfee 
substance ; nor iV it set out by drapery and 
accessories. It is quite possible that Boccage’s 
Portuguese is good, even fine, but the English 
rendering is not so. All the spirit and spiritu- 
ality have evaporated in the parocess of 
transferring* literature from one tongue to 
another. The truth is, translation is an im- 
possibility. It is usually a sort of ^litetary 
^urder. * *■ * 

Your friend, I dare say, is a clever, even a 
brilliant young man, and* I shall be ^&d to 



TO MR. f 7 . SYAMALA ROW. 295 

^ ■ 

hear of him and from him if he likes it. But 
® • 
you pay Reis and Rayyet a poor compliment 

iby stating sa confidently that his ballad de- 
serves a place Jn its colons. Indeed, you 
seefn, in the fervour of a youthful friendship* 
to have conceived an exaggerated opinion of 
its excellence. In point of fact, it is not so 

very distinctly or specifically above the level 
« 

of your own compositions in manuscript that 
you send me. If you wish to see what bril- 
liant University men and medallists can do, 
take up the Cambridge Prize Poems. But, for a 
foreigner, your friend's piece and, indeed, your 
own ones not in prirft are creditable. His 
“Duffefin" is a trifle superior, perhaps, in 
neatne^ being short, but it is essentially of the 
same class with yours. Both are effusions of 
not only unfledged poets but also juvenilt 
politicians. It is strange the unreality of yQpr 
productions and the absurdity of the ideas 
did not strike you. It possible to .dislike 
iioM Dufferin and avoid thcflse faults. 
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But why still ‘*rub it into” the poor Marquis 

c> 

of Dufferin and Ava? Is he never to be 
forgiven for having saved an eml^ire stranded 
by his predecessor^ \yhy, y.Mir very leaders, 
who started the dead set agafnst him, are 

I 

themselves ashamed of their injustice. In fact, 
the word has been passed, to praise Lord 
Dufferin as a seasoned, masterful and sagacious 
statesman, without bias, and to fight for the 
reforms he recommended. Your friend sings : — 

“ FJe .found the Rishis’ sacred land 
United all in love. 

The Turk and Brahman, hand in hand, 

With blessing ^orn above.” 

That may be poetry. But is it truths Wa§ 
the Rishis’ land even so very united^? Then 
how did it tfease to be the RishiV land to 
become the Mlechhas’ dependency ? 

If by the blessing of God, the Turk or 
A(ussalman and Brahman were in any sense 
'! hand ■ in band ” in these latter days, was 
it Lord Dufferin that “set them bv *lh’e 
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ears,” or^ was It your own dear Ripon ? Was 
it not rather that Lord Dufferin did his best 
®to heal the differences caused by the stupid 
, and weak bungling oj h/s predecessor and 
succeeded? Surely, the cultivation of poetry 
does not absolve us from the obligation of 
justice. Justice is due to the D — 1 . Is 
Dufferin alone to go without it? 

After all, your and your friend’s verses have 
considerable merit as exercises, if not suffici- 
ent for public acceptance. You must not 
suffer yourselves to be 'discouragecL You 
have everything for success except age 
and experience, and these are bound to 
CQme — they are already upon you, haste^i- 
ing to^greet you as I write. You both 
are remarkably clever youn^ men. I 
wish we had some • such products of oui 
Calcutt;a University. I am astonished Sll 
your command ^of English. Your letter undej 
reply would not be disowned by many educat- 
ed* *fenglishmen. Poetry is an exceptional 
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product, .and some of the greatest me|i have 

o 

failed in it. I would not say one word to 
dissuade you from the practice® of verse. It< 
will go off withoutV}anybody's- interference, or 
you will burst upon the world ai a true singer. 
Meanwhile, I would ask* you to write prose as 
well, as much as you can. There is a poetry 
in prose too — a rhythfri and melody as well 
as a passion and sentiment akin to those of 
the masters of song. But I would not have 
you attempt that even. If it come naturally 
you wHl not be able to help it. Write natur- 
ally and straightforwardly, whether in prose .or 
verse — with honest manliness, using your own 
thoughts and your own language, without try- 
ing to write after somebody else. However, all 

6 ' 

this is superfluous advice. You have already 
acquired a singular facility in writing English. 

•I wish I could ask you to eschew ijolitics. 
!]gut this is iny)ossible. • You cannot even keep 
clear of the degrading local and party 
{Politics of the day. At all events, try to Wake 
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them secondary to higher studies — Jurisj)rudence 
and the Science of Government and History. 

Need I aste your pardon for this long des- 
patch and its severity ^ I Address a surprizing 
intelligence, and I hope my letter justifies 
itself. I love you and your friend as my 
country’s hope. I love you in special for your 

connection with Appa Row. I could not give 
« 

you better proof than the trouble I have taken 
in appraising your work and the trouble I 
#m taking in giving judgment. 

You •scarcely deserve ?5uch consid^eration. 
See how scurvily your other Row treated me ! 
After having roused in*me the greatest interest 
and ewen affection, he gave me up without 
notice. #For long I was in great anxiety about 
his fate. I was glad to learn frc5m your first 
letter that he has settled down to a profession. 
God bless him ! Does he continue his addresses 
to the Muses? He has the stufiF in him. 

Your sincere friend and well-wisher, 
SAMBHU C MOOKERJEEv^ 
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P.S . — your “Tantia” is interestir^ and 
will appear on the 26th . 

3 . C. M. 

The succeeding Ifettgr was written by the 
veteran editor of the Statesman *when rackfed 
with ill-health which he sought in vain to alle- 
viate by a visit to Darjeeling. Mr. Knight's 
allusion to ‘‘Tippera" refers to the ^arrears of 
salary as paid adviser, which are mentioned at 
page 44 of the memoir. It is much to be wish- 
ed that the Durbar may acknowledge tho» 
services^of their old and faithful servant by 
paying his widow a portion at least of these 
long due arrears. 

From Mr, R, Knight, 

Darjeeling, October 2f, 1889. 

» • 

Dear Mookerjee, — It was most kind of you 

m 

to send me that letter from Barakhar, and 
although I can not reply to it, accept the will 
fog* the deed, and my gratefuj acknowledg- 
ments for remembering how gladly, I should 
from you. It is very .‘distressing to* me 
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to hear that pecuniary anxiety of ^iny kind 
is burdening you. You do not tell me whether 
the Maharaja of Tippera made any response 
to my appeal to him lici^idate your claims ? 
If -he does nSt reply, I shall write sharply 
to him on the subject when I hear from you 
again. Your description of the Fornaro 
Bungalow amused and interested me greatly. 
May God generously restore your health, 
and enable you to continue the “ Reis and 
Jlayyet with the extraordinary literary abili- 
ty and moral force that distinguish its cglumns ! 
I .look upon you as a sort of “ ballast in the 
ship in which new Incfia is embarked, and the 
need there is of this moderating and steadying 
force i% conspicuous enough ; but upon the 
whole I wonder greatly at the* strides that 
young India are making and feel that it is the 
native press that will erelong be the contrt)!- 
ling force in the country. 

Yours very Sincerely, 

R. Knight. 
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From Lord Stanley of Alderley. 

October 31, i88g. 
Dear Mr. Mookerjee,— A short-time ago I 
received a copy of Aie “ Emprees '' of Calcutta, 
for* which I suppose I have to^hank you, ‘‘as 
it contained a portrait of yourself and a bio- 
graphical sketch : the latter was what I ex- 
pected and might have* written myself, but 
the portrait was quite different from the idea 
I had formed of you, for I had not heard 
any description of you. I am glad to se$ 
you in ^those Oriental garments, for t should 
not have thought you had worn such since 
you left Tippera, and they must be in- 
convenient amongst the “ Reis and Rayyet ” 
printing presses. 

To Dr. FitsEdward Halt. 

November 26, l§39. 

Q^ar Sir,— I am in receipt of^your letter of 
the 18th October. Coming from a veteran 
Pandit, it. is one to be thankful for, but iMiilg 
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an answer it bardlj leaves room for excuse 

ft * 

for boring you agan. I should, how.ever, like 
to put in just a vord. You are not right in 
supposing that little^nterest for ques- 

tions in EnglisR ftdology. I take great intergsf 
;n them. One ( the points that drew me to 
you is my respet^for you as one entitled to 
authority in thi department of learning. 
As a reader ofthe journal of the Asiatic So- 
ciety of Ber^a’I noticed your speciality long 
s^nce. • 5b(neof your foot notes to your con- 
trib:/Aonfi ajipeared to me* most interesting 
sny your crit^isms therein showed know- 
ledge as well isacuteneSs. Formerly, when Dr. 
Rajendralala Mitra jvas a simple scholar and ^ 

tv • 

we weue^ freods (he was a contributor to rny 
Mookerjee's Magazine, now defuiKt, and I re- 
vised the irst volume of his Orissa), meeting 
almost tvery evening, I used to tease him by 
referring to you: handling of his writings. 
A h?aghty, disdainful iiSan, he could. never 
bdartny speaking *f you as the most accurate 
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Sanskritist since the death of Colebrooke, who 
had read more Sanskrit bo>ks and MSS. than 
any other scholar, American, British or Con-^ 
tinental, and had aS^more crifc.al- knowledge of 
thp English language into h& bargain. Eut 
he never could sa/ anytiing to alter my 
judgment, always contentijr himself with 
alleging your comparative success in the 
literary world. Of course, I the expres 
sions of mere personal vexatio with which he 
embellished his conversation ab»ut y^u • Per- 
haps I am not right in reporing this even 
in the confidence of a privatecorrespondeict. 
For, though we have long -eased to \>e 
on speaking terms, I would net do ajiything 
dishonourable to even my wor.t eriemy. 1 
mention the. matter to show that T have long 
been familiar with you and yoir writings, 
though unknown to you personally I have 

since followed your .career as far as' I have 

• • • 

been . able according ty my opportuniUcs. I 

have never been able to'ice your bocM x>n 
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English, but I read your article , in the 
Nineteenth Century. I am not strong in Old 
English, beeause the researches into the 
subject were started aft^r / left College, and 
I have not haid time to take it up since. Ow 
Principal, Captain Richardson, (whom you may 
remember as the D. L. R.'' of Anglo-Indian 
Literature) was well versed in the language 
from Chaucer and Gower downwards, and he 
was a great critic of the old Jeffrey, Hazlitt 
cy?d Leigh Hunt school. I have devoted myself 
with pas^onate fondness to your literature and 
have marked the successive changes in the 
language since it has had a literature properly 
speaking. If you ever write anything^ which 
you think: might interest me — now I have ac- 
quainted you with my turn — I shtill be much 
obliged by your putting me in the way of 
reading it, at least by giving me the reference. 

I once thought of communicating some glean^ 

• • • 

ings from my note books to Dr. Murray for the 
new* Dictionary, But I had so many distrac- 
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tions thajt 1 did not carry out my intention. 
The thing is, I pursue too many studies and 
have no concentration. Otherwfee, perhaps, 

I might have mad^ so^e mark I se** I'nCpnnr 

© 

men who know much less do it; 

Yours most truly^ 
Sambhu C. Mookerjee. 

To Professor A, Vambiry^ 

Bndi^Pest University, Buda Pest, Austria. 

December lo, 1889. 

Honoured Professor, — I am an Oriental and 
are you — by personal sympathy and t)rimitive 
origin. Although you have travelled far in Asia 
you have not yet been far enough in this 
direction to reach these shores. Your Eastern 
peregrinations and experiences have been con- 
fined to the lands and peoples of Islam. Yet 
1 feel confident that you cannot but feet 
kindly to the other countries and races • of 
this vast con|inent — the original home of your 
own ancient ancestry. Though a Hindu my- 
tfjyr. indctd. a Brahman of Brahmans. I'&avo 
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always watched your career with inter.est and 
admiration. Perhaps, I am an exceptional 
^person who his always loved the Mahomedans 
as brethren and^has eai^esifly tried to inter- 
pret between f I Indus and Mahomedans and^ 
effect a union of hearts between two peoples 
whose social and political interests in India 
are identical. This of go-between has 

o 

come natural to me from my intimate as- 
sociation with Mahomedans and my know- 
ledge of them and their literature and history. 
It is with a sense of pers6nal pain tjjat I 
hav^ viewed how the influence of English 
prejudice against those^from whom the Bri- 
tish wresBted the government of the country 

and of Jkhe education given by them to the 

** » 

people here, was creating an estrangement 
between the two most important elements 
in the population. There has of late been ^ 
reaction among the British so far as to make ^ 

® 0 • 

them look kindly upon the Mahomedans- as a 
possitTe support of their power against the pre- 
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tensions, of the Hindus, the tall talk of whose 

0 

leaders, trained by European instruction, has 
caused them alarm. But then, •unfortunately^ 
they are trying, \n their fancied immediate 
object, to sow dissensions between the two 
bodies. My ideal is \o form a nation by a 
harmonious social fusion of the two component 

parts of the population under the British Crown, 

0 

which has given us such' a strong and equitable 
Government as we could never hope to form 
ourselves ; which has advanced us to a n^w 
life, and is dailyimproving us, and which I 
devoutly pray will keep us in hand until .the 
time comes under God’s Providence when we 
are in a position to help ourselves. 

Pardon this egotistic rigmarole. It® is neces- 
sary to give you an idea of* intersectional 
politics in British India and of my relation to 
them as a condition sine qua non of any useful 
or intelligible correspondence. 

Your letter to my friend Nawab Abdool 
Luteef Bahaidoor of the' I2tb Augult* -ap' 
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‘ peared most of the Indian papers and 

was commented upon in many. I devoted a 

•leading article to it in my issue of the 7th 

^September and ‘directecfe a copy to be sent to 

you. At the Nawab’s instance the article with 

your letter was reprinted in a separate sheet 

for circulation. I took the opportunity to 

make some slight corrections, which I hope 

improved the thing. I dare say you received 

some copies from the Nawab direct. 

eOn the loth November I published an 

article on The Sultan and *his Views <an the 

Eastern Question ” in which I made the ac- 

« 

count of your interview with His Majesty 
which appeared in a Pesth newspaper m)^ text 

I have stifce Ueen troubled by seeing a .Afaho- 

» 

medan from Constantinople giving in a London 
journal a dismal report of the state of matters 
at the Turkish capital According tQ him, th# 
Sultan is a we^k-brained man lyw on the< 
verge of madness, freakish, taking coCmsel 
of ’ menials, ^ interfering in the , minutest 
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details ^of administration, and changing his 
ministers on frivolous pretexts, while his shelved 
brother has recovered his health and wits 
and is ready to resfamj office and power, with 
the concurrence of the Ulema and the Pa^as. 
That goes counter to your testimony, as I 
read it. What is the truth ? or what the ex- 
planation ? 

Yours faithfully, 
Sambhu C. Mookerjee. 

From Professor A. Vambiry, 

Budapest Unfversity, 
Budapest, December 31, 1889. 

o 

Dear Sir, — I have received your letter dated 
Pecenjber the lOth with great interest, hav- 
ing had the pleasure In finding jn y«ur views 

c 

and intentions the experimental solution of 
a question which has long time engaged 
ftiy full attention. In presenting yoqrself as 
an exceptional person who has always loved 
the 'Mahomedans as brethren and has 
earnestly .tried to interpret between Hindus 
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and Mahomedans and effect a union of hearts 
between two peoples whose social and politi- 
cal interests in India are identical,” you 
have certainly, put befoi4 yourself a very 
useful, but at the same time a very ardugu'S 
task. As far as my limited experience and 
unpretentious notions go, the solution of 
this problem in Asia has always seemed to 
me an unanswerable difficulty. You evi- 
dently know better than myself, that in Asia 
Jhe partition wall between mankind is not 
the nationality, but religion. The Mahome- 
dan scripture says — “ All true believers are 

brethren,” as well as ihat unbelievers are one 

!\ 

nation^ a saying which implies a strict unity 

between the followers of one faith, and does 

% 

not admit any partition by race or nationali- 
ty. I am, therefore, at a loss to understand how 
your idea to form a nation by a harmoni«us 

social fusion of the two component parts oi 

® • • . . * 

the population, sublime and high-minde(} 

as*fhaf idea is, could be carried out without 
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shaking ^ the very foundation of the ^ respec- 
tive communities. Of course you are on the 
best way in proposing to ef!e<?t that idea 
“ under the British Virown, which has given us 
^gh a strong and equitable •(jovernment ’as 
we could never hope to fprm ourselves ; which 
has advanced us to a new life, and is daily 
improving us, and which I devoutly pray will 
keep us in hand until the time comes under 
God’s Providence when we are in a position 
to help ourselves.” This argument speakg 
decidedly Whole volumes in favour" of the- 
soundness of your views. The time will and 
must come when many of your countrymen 
and co-religionists will share in these healthy 

o * 

views, but 1 beg leave to say that thi^ time is 
yet very, very far and that it would be much 
easier to make all Europe one community 
of fSi common interest and aim, than to mould 
the different nationa4itie8 and creeds of 
liindustan into one nation. What you have 
to do is to proceed on the way inaugfli^at- 
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*ed by. )^our British teachers without any 
premature aspirations unfit and eventually 
^dangerous to® the present stage of culture 
of the great mass of t^ie peoples of India. 

j • 

What you have achieved hitherto under 
the guidance of Great Britain and assisted 
by the innate splendid mental capacities of 
your peopl^e, is quite unique in the history 
of civilization of mankind. Your hitherto 
made progress appears the best guarantee for 
th^s future development of India. You enjoy 
liberties which are the * object of ^ envy 
not only of all Asia and Russia, but 
also of many parts of Europe, and the 
benignant rays of liberty will certaiqly in- 
crease i« the measure as the sun of en- 
% 

lightenment rises over the horizon of your 
vast and glorious country. 

This is the humble advice I can_ give yo(f, 

as one who is not influenced by political, 

* . • * 

national, or religious interests, but who, -bear- 
ing *Ae welfare an<i prosperity of poor Asia 
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at heart, has always felt happy ^on see- 
ing down-trodden mankind, raised to a 
better future. 

% 

As to your question about the discrepan- 
*cy between my statements* Tn reference* to 
the character of Sultan Abdul Hamid and 
those of a Mahomedan correspondent in 
the Daily News, I beg leave to say that 
the writer in the last-named paper is not 
a Turk but evidently an Ottoman subject 
living in London and discontented with t^e 
rule of the Sultan— and further I beg* leave to 
call to your memory the fact that the said 
newspaper is the mouthpiece of a political 
^arty ^ in England shortsighted . enough to 
declare open war against 50 miHiona of their 
fellow citizens and ready to ^nd fault with 

• 

the Ottomans whom they have styled the un- 
S|>eakab!e Turk worthy to be driven, bag afid 
Jbaggage out of Europe. Whilst my experience 

® e • 

of the character of the present ruler of Turkey 
is taken from a personal intercourse wi^ the 
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Sultan and from a long-standing connection 
with the leading men on the Bosphorus. The 
difference of«means and modes of observation 
must naturally entail different results. 

Thanking you for your suggestive letter a/id 
sending my kindest regards to Nawab Abdool 
Luteef Bahadur, I beg to remain, 

Yours faithfully, 

A. Vambery, 

A Gazette of India Extraordinary, giving the 
programme of reception, on the 3rd January 
1890, between 3-30 and 4-30P. M., at Prinsep’s 
Ghat, Calcutta, of H. R. H. Prince Albert 

Victor of Wales, was* published on the. 30th 

% 

December 1889. According to the pro.gramme, 

only the Maharaja of Kuch Behar, the Nawab 

Bahadur of Murshidabad, and Maharaja 

Jotendro Mohun Tagore were to be presented 

t <5 His Royal Highness at the Ghat. Their 

exclusion was naturally resented by the Chiefs 

* . ® 

from Behar and other provinces who had com^ 
to *Calcutta to do the Prince honour. Attempts 
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were made to have the omission rectified. 
When they failed, Dr. Mookerjee was asked 
to intercede. On the 2nd January he wrote to 
the Private Secretary to the* then Viceroy 
Snd received a reply 'which was balm to the 
wounded dignity of the Chiefs. 

To Col. J. C. Ardagh. 

January 2, 1890, 

My dear Colonel Saheb, — Allow me to offer 
you and your noble Chief my cordial and 
loyal wishes for a happy New Year arid ^ 
comfortable and pleasant residence an8 bright 
and beneficent career in the East. 

After compliments, business. -I was unwell 
th^ last J:wo days, or I might have disturbed, 
you in the midst of the festivities /or ^bidding 

) ft 

^adieu to the Old Year and welcoming the 
New. Having recovered, I hasten to per- 
fortn my duty of apprising you of thp dis- 
s^isfaction caused by' the arrangements an- 
nounced for to-morrow’s reception of the 
Prince. I grefer to th<i provisioi^ for tftree 
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Indian magnates only being presente.d to His 
Royal Highness at the landing. This is re- 
garded as a -flight, not to say insult, to the 
great Chiefs present in ^own, some of whom 
have come at'^no small sacrifice on purpose 
to do honour to the Prince. Notwithstanding 
that His Royal Highness is on a private visit, 
their sense of duty to one so near to the 

o 

Throne and so dear to Her Majesty the 
Empress would not allow them to stay at 
Ijome; enjoying easfe, attending to their own 
business® and saving money. Their presence 
and their expenditure in honour of the Prince 
are particularly welcome and will go far to 
save the credit of the country a^ter the 
coilapsfe.of the public meeting. The Maha- 
raja of Vizianagram went down to Madras 
where he gave munificently towards the re- 
ception and then hurried up to Calcutta whSre 

he has been equally liberal. The Maharaja 
• » ® 

qf Durbhanga telegraphed that he would beai 

t^*Wbole cost and followed himself totahl 
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part in the ceremonies in person. The Chiefs 
of Dumraon and Bettia too are. here for the 

purpose. You may well imagine in what a 

% 

false position they fin4 themselves bv beine 
thus pointedly ignored after aft. 

I do not mention fhe Tippera Prince, for 
whom I may be supposed to have a partiality. 
But there are others of" lesser note here who 

c 

are all ambitious of recognition on the occa- 
sion. There is no legitimate ground of com- 
plaint in their behalf, perhaps. But the’priiv 
cipal l^hiefs stand bn a different and unique 
footing and they are not accustomed to be 
ignored. Their grievance is accentuated by 
the preference shown to a Bengali genileman 
of Calcutta who, whatever his person^ ‘ worth 
or wealth, was a simple Babu a few years ago, 
and has no* influence, not to say prestige, 
in® the country. The Nawabs of Dacca have 
cgj equal claim with -him. Burdwan, a far 
^superior one. 

Durbhanj^a, Dumraon and Bettia are* hot 
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ordinary Zemindars, distinguished only for 
wealth or the extent of their estates. They 
j^re genuine ©territorial Chiefs and political 
factors. Above 51II, Viziana|ram is a historic 
name and almcJ^J a sovereign Prince. 

I do not know Bettia or Dumraon. I have 
not seen either Vizianagram or Durbhanga 
on the subject of the publication of the noti- 
fication. But I know how these are regarded 
by them and I am hearing the comments of 

those who understand them. 

€> 

Hereafter, at all events, you are sure to hear 
a good deair I trust the matter will be care* 
fully considered, and I’hope it is not too late 
to do justice to deserving claims. 

Yours most faithfully, 
Sambhu C. Mookerjee. 

From Colonel J. C, Ardagh. 

Government House, 
Calcutta, January 2, 1S90; 

• • 

Dear Dr. Mookerjee, — ^Many thanks for - your 
gootl^wishes^ which I heartily reciprocate. 
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As regards the principal subject of your * 

• o 

letter, I .am happily able to give you reas- 
suring information. When the programmers 
was first made ou\, it was not either ncces- 

o o 

"s^ry or possible to. be speoific and it was 
simply laid down ‘that territorial Chiefs, 
great families and official representatives 
should at least constitute a portion of 

Q 

the magnates who should be presented to 
the Prince. 

Typical names were given, e.^., Kuch Beh^r 
and Murshidabad,* and an idea seeiT>s to have 

o 

spread abroad that those alone were to .be 
presented. This, however, I am assured, is 
quite erroneous. I do not at this moment 

e. 

possess any official list of the ns^es, but 
from memory I can confidently say that 
I recollect the names of Durbhanga, Bettia, 
Qumraon, Vizinagram and Gidhour, and 
that there were many besides. 

It would, of course, be necessary to draw the 
line somewhere, and it might not be*V^ 
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easy to draw it ; but I trust it will be found 
0 • 

that as many as reasonably could be put 

in this list, ohave been so provided for, and 

that the apprehensions you express will prove 

o 

groundless. I Should regret exceedingly aoy* 
arrangement such as you hinted at, and I 
felt that there must have been a misunder- 
standing, and that the omission of the Chiefs 

rt 

was never contemplated. 

I write in haste, but hope I have reassur- 
ed you. 

Yotirs very truly, 

J. C. Ardagh. 

To Colonel /. C. Ardagh. 

January 3, 1890. 

My div Colonel Saheb, — It was a great 

pleasure to receive your reply of last evening. 
The personages immediately concerned were 

doubtless much relieved at the final liberality 
of today’s programme. 

Yburs very truly, 
SAMBHU C. MOOKERJEE 
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From Sardar Aiar Stngh, Chief of Bkadaur. 

% 

Bhadaur House, 
Ludhiana, January 31, 1890. 

My dear Babu ^heb, — It is^ with regret and 
© 

?ii\xiety that I learnt from my official, who was 
lately at Calcutta and who twice tried to wait 
on you before his leaving Calcutta, of the 
illness of yourself I, however, trust that you 
may have recovered yOUr health before long, 
and therefore beg to be informed at your 
earliest convenience of the state of. your 
health. Praying far your perfect recqvery and 

o 

continual good health, with long life, for the 
good of the country, I remain, 

Yours sincerely, 

ATAR §rNGH. 

0 

Ft am Dr. Makendralal Sircar. 

51, Sankaritola, 
Calcutta, March 18, 189a 
My dear Sambhu,— I do not deserve half of 
what, you have wfitten to Mr. Routledge. 
What 1 did for you, w^jat I always do* for 
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>'0U, is oyt of the purest affection neve^ alloyed 
with the remotest thought of any other re- 
muneration than that of return of the 
same affection. ‘Believe^e, when I say that 
yofir life is no less precious to me than my 
own. For the preservation of that life, I am 
prepared to do what is in my power to do. 

Now, m^ dear Sambhu, if you have a real 
affection for me, as I fully believe you have, 
I must ask you to help forward with your 
f^wefful pen the cause of the deare.st object 
of my life. If I mistake ’not, in the jpiatter 
of* science cultivation by our countrymen, 
you entertain the samekrong views that I do. 
And, therefore, it would be no partiality to an 
old friend if you plead on behalf of the only 
Institution in all India which has inaugurated 
real, independent, natural, scientific education, 
the permanency of which means the regener- 
ation of this degenerate country. 

With the sincerest love, ever your«, 

Mahendralal^Sircar, 
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To Mr. James Routledge. 

March i8, 1890. 

e 

My dear Friend, — You will be® delighted to 
have a line from my own hand I know, after 
fh* great illness through whkSi I have pass- 
ed. I, therefore, hasten to write to you be- 
fore I commence correspondence with my 

friends in India. It was a severe visitation 

«> 

— the inflammation of both lungs all over, 
at my time of life, in a man of sedentary 
habits and a broken-down constitution.' Biy: 
God the Great Healer granted me a -fraternal 
physician of , the highest skill and tact in 
Pr, Sircar, and He also 'gave me the prudence 
and patience to submit myself entirely to 
him. He came several times in the yf hours 
every day, watched at my bed ' side and did 
the needful, though himself in indifferent 
haalth and having fifty things to -attend -to 
besides his practice. And all this without 

* ' O • 

any hope of remiloeration. Nor am I a 
solitary object of his professional ^oevolb&de. 
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His hoyse is a hospital for the relief of out- 
door patients, hundreds of whom besiege it 
> daily. And "Vieighbours an^ friends he visits 
at their houses* free. Are there many such 

. , O O 

dottors in England, glorious in many res- 
pects, moral as well as material, and famous 
for organized charity? I am afraid the struggle 
for life is ^far too keen there to encourage 
this sort of patriarchal benevolence. My 
illness has been a very protracted business. 
Although I sat up in bed soon, enough, I 
was litei^ally confined there for two njpnths. 

You must have observed for some weeks 

• 

past traces of my pen in Reis and Rayyet. 
IJefore® that I could give instructipns }jy 

word ofo mguth as to one or two . leading 

« 

topics. I am very sorry that I was myself 
passing through the crisis of my disease when 
the life of not only one of the truest frienfls 
of India and humanity, but also a^rare man qf 
refined delicacy and overflowing goodness^ 
doscS within almost a stone’s tfiyw of me, 
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SO that I was not able to do the last 

• o 

offices of friendship towards Robert Knight I 

o 

could not even write the notice obituary, c 
though I could, and^ that .with difficulty, 
supply the particulars of his^^ life and my 
impressions to my excellent friend and disciple 
Mr. Saroda Prasad Banerjee, a private school* 
master, who as well ffiy friend and assistant 

(f 

Mr. Jogesh Chunder Dutt, (the same who in- 
formed you and other friends of my illness,) are 
conducting the paper. Knight and I differ^ 
on many questions'of home and foreign or out- 
side politics. , He was a man of strong likes 
and dislikes. I cultivate only loves and har- 
bour n^ hates. Though enthusiastic to a de- 
gree by temperament, it was a calm pbitosophi- 
ca! ardour subordinated to reason and justice. 
He could not bear the Mussulmans. I have 
bfcen trying all my life to make the two sects 

like each other so as to* weld them together 

*■ ® • • ' 

into a nation. I have a partiality for the 

Turks in ^Europe, the more firom^tbe 
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done th^m by the nations of Christendpm since 
the Osmanli ceased to be a conquering Power. 

o 

He would **®chuck them Jnto the Bosphorus. 
I am against the dismer9berment of the British 
Eihpire. I catfnot bear the thought of the 
separation of the distant Australasian Colo- 
nies. How much must I be opposed to the 
cutting away of a vital member like Ireland, 
you may imagine. And so on. For all that, 
we loved each other with the highest esteem. 
Hundreds, if not thousands, of letters passed 
between* us. He asked my opinion oq, every 
difficulty, political or personal. His was the 
only European table at which I have sat with 
.the family as one of them. Frienc^hip got 

the better pf my Brahmanic prudence. 

% 

Many thanks for your communications to^ 
Reis and Rayyet. The more the merrier ! I 
hhve a great horror of vivisection and con- 
sider all crueljty td animals cowardly. I wjis 
out the first time since my illness on Friday 
lAsVat Government House to see jhe Viceroy, 
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who recpived me most kindly, enquiryig sym- 
pathetically about my illness. I asked the 

A 

Private Secretary ^hether the subject of vivi- 
section was before th% Government of India, 
fjot that he knew of, said he, beyond the 
Cruelty to Animals Bill before the Viceroy’s 
Council. 

Yours alTectioqately, 
Sambhu C. Mookerjee. 
P.S . — We have not seen the Hyderabad Com- 
mission Report. It has not appeared in Indian 

S. °C. M. 

To Mr. Paul Knight, 

March 20, 1890. 

Dq^r Paul, — I am not yet out of the Dbctor’s. 
hands and am still on hospital diet aftd con- 
^demned all night and day to the Arctic 
Voyager’s woollens without the alleviation of 
a t>ath, but. for all that I am tolerably well 
aqd have long since been' out, of danger. I 
have often proposed to write to you or your 
mother, bu4 have shrunik from thf effort 
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too mucji for my feeble health. I have not 
yet commenced to write to friends,* and the 
•few notes I* have issued| have been under 
^some unavoidable necessity/ This one too 
I would rather •have avoided. 

For, how can I approach* you ? What words 
can I find suitable for sympathy in your 
unparalleled bereavement? It is not only 
the death of a tender parent — it is the loss 
of a patriarch 

Who loved his charge but never loved to lead, 

• • 

One whose meek flock his people loved to be, • 

• Not lured by any cheat of birth 
But by his clear-grained human worth 

And b^ave old wisdom of sincerity I” 

You*lfved, for Englishmen a unique life, 
parents and children and grown up sons. Sons 
in the same place and same household, work- 
ing at^the same business, and eating at the 
same board, all united 'in the bonds of thf 
love of kinsmen and of the mutual and 
comAoii interest of partners. Yotjr calamity 
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is far greater than the loss of an ordinary loving 
father, even a bread-winning father. But there 

O 

is no help for the ^dispensations of Providence 
and God himself gives us the strength 
®ta bear his visitations. Vou must now 
cheer up for your mother's sake who has 
lost husband of whom any Queen might 
be proud. 

If you have lost your father and your 
mother her lord, I have lost one of the dear- 
est and best friends I ever possessed. 
need jiot say mofe. . If you have lever had 
a friend you may understand what that loss 
means. I never coulcf believe that he was 
so seriQUsIy ill. When he. passed away I 

o ^ 

was unconscious, myself under tbe sba’dow of 
Death. It will ever be a painful recollection 
that I could not perform the last offices of 
frkndship. 

Pray convey my' sympathy to all your 
brothers syid sisters and Mr. Harjingto#, and 


TO MRy / WeOD^MASON, 331 

— -■ - ■ - ■ • ■ ^ 

tender my respectful condolence to your 
g^ood mother, and believe me to be, my 
dear Paul, 

Yours most sincerely, 
Sambhu C. Mookerjek. 

To Mr. J. Wood-Mason. 

April 5, 1890. 

My dear Wood-Mason, — There is some anxiety 
in the native town in consequence of the 
prevalence of small-pox, influenza and cholera, 
yur ‘wise men are particularly exercised 
since they have discovered the small-pox 
germ in the vegetable kingdom itself ! There 
is no use in laughing. Small-pox in 
plants* may be one of the manjj things 
India *has to teach Europe. It is admitt- 
ed that the superior knowledge of Asia 
saved Europe from the ravaeres of the 
small-pox. 

There is certainly art eruption in the Neejp 
tree Azadirachta Indica (Azadirachta-, Rox^ 
burgh’s Flqi^a IndwC) whose leave^and flowers 
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I send you. I would put a leaf with well* 
marked spots under the microscope. 

Will you ask^ Dr. Kingalso»? 

Yours sincerely, 
Sambhu C.» ‘Mookerjer 
Tct tlu Marquis of, Dufferin and Ava. 


British Embassy, Rome. 

a, Uckoor Duty's Lane, 
Calcutta, April 22, 1890. 

My dear Lord, — I hope you do not start at 

this familiarity. With the emancipation erf 

your i^jdividuality from the associations of the 

wielder of imperial authority over a sixth of 

• 

the human race, you must be prepared for 

ft 

sopie indications of freedom — occasional out- 
breaks of human nature. No longer •Ae for- 
^midable White Mogul of all India, you may 
be loved without high treason or low suspi- 
•cidn. Nor is there any risk from such regards. 
Xbe most gijshing sentiment ^from the anti- 
podes cannot be very dangerous. 

f have Ifing wished to .write, ljut you'had 
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had enough of India, and meanwhile qther 
things and beings claimed your Lordship’s 
•attention — your private afij^irs and personal 
friends, no less -than buginess of State — and it 
seemed almost ci^uel at such a period to inflict* 
on you twaddle from the banks of the Ganges. 
India, indeed, you were scarcely permitted to 
forget altogether for even a day. For a most 
enviable welcome awaited you at home. Your 
countrymen received your Lordship in triumph 
ijj recognition of your success in the East. 
Your eloquent allusions to J^our Indian career 
came to us flying on the wings of the post. 

I hope you are now more composed and in 
some leisure to your humble acquain^nce m 
the far*distance. 

My present writing is due to a natural im- 
pulse to communicate with friends far and near 
on* recovery from an illness which had nearly 

proved fatal. I was laid prostrate with doublg 

• • • 

pneumonia, caught from exposure on the . 
eve&lbg of entertainment given Bengal 
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to His .Royal Highness Prince Albejt Victor. 
At my time of life, with a weak chest inherit- 
ed from my maternal side, it Ivas a serious 
affair. From inflammjition, destruction of the 
substance of both lungs set in^ and the doctors 
were alarmed. Luckily, I had in my dear old 
friend Dr. Sircar (whom you may remember 
as a member of the Bengal Legislature and 
Founder-Honorary Secretary of the Science 
Association) a most distinguished physician on 
whom I entirely relied, and by a course gf 
patieqjt watching *and careful treattnent he 
succeeded in bringing me round.' Of course, 
the Great Healer is Cfod Almighty and He 
h§s bee|> pleased to spare me. 

My friends and a part of the public too 
showed great concern on the occasion. The 
Nawab Bahadur of Murshidabad sent his 
bfother and his Secretary, 

The Viceroy’s Private Secretary sent to en- 
quire and^^rd Lansdowne ljim|elf 'toSf in« 
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that he had been enquiring about my health 

of Dr. Sircar. The first day I ventured out I 

5 called at Government Hoipe before they left 

for Simla, and. both Private Secretary and 

Principal wefe'^most kind. His Lordship was" 

particularly busy that day, but Colonel Ardagh 

being called suddenly up from the animated 

conversation we were having on the Native 

States to the Viceroy’s room, and happening 

to mention that I was with him, he was told 

send me up. His Lordship not only re* 

ceived me cordially and made the kindest en* 

quiries, but, what was more to my purpose, on 

my telling him that that morning's stethoscope 

examiiikation had still disclosed a slight rawness 

0 

of surf^ft:^ in the back, said it was nothing, that 
medical scrutiny always detected something 
wrong in some organ or other of the best of 
us,- and by mentioning the cases of his friencte, 

(one of whom, Lord Jervis, visited him in India 

• . ® . . 
that very season) really succeeded in dis- 

pellti^ ■ my^ anxieties. I considered myself 
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really lucky in having seen his Lordship. 

# 

Then he led me into conversation on public 
affairs. He is ^evidently endeavouring to^ 
master the great problems of tjie Empire. He 
•again asked me the same qpfestion that, he 
put me at the first private interview that I 
had last year immediately after his assump- 
tion of office, namely, what, in my opinion, 
were the principal dangers to which the 
British Power was exposed from the side of 
the people. He expressed himself so interested 
in my conversation^ that he repeatedly asked 
me to stay and go on, when I asked leave as 
I found him deeply engaged in writing a 
quire of foolscap that lay on his tab|^e. We 

of course talked of Lord Cross’ Indiay €l.eform 

* • 

Bill. He expressed himself an^ous that the 
Bill might pass, as he was ready to give effect ’ 
t* the new arrangements, and was only afraid 
lest any extravagant opposition in the Lower 

• * A 9 

House might have* the effect of indefinitely 
postponing a necessary reform. 
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I do not know whether your Lordship re- 
commended me to Lord Lansdowne, bi^t your 
Private Secretary in India seemed to have 
mentioned me,- as last year his Lordship spoke 
of Sir DonalcP as my «friend. At any rate% 
my personal connection with the head of the 
Government of India dates from the moment 
that your Lordship condescended to notice 
me and make my humble acquaintance at 
the memorable deputation of Mr. Surendra 
Nath Banerjee’s Indian Association — into which 
deputation, by the way, I was wheedled under 
false pre*tences,’for I was no member (yf that 
association— a characteristic example of the 

methods by which our agitators give their 

• # 

ipovennent respectability and weight ! For, 
although I ha'fe been long in the Government 
House List, attending Levies and general part- 
ies since I was presented in Lord Lawrence’s 
or Lord Mayo’s time, I was too^shy to bring 
myself forward and never got myself specially 
introduced to the Viceroy, though I beard that 
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my publioations — 'formerly Mookerjee'^ Maga- 
zine ‘aijd latterly Reis and Rayyet — were highly 
spoken of at Government House. The inde-f 
cent forwardness <Sf my countrymen made me 
•'Shrink from any apjJtearance *Df officioosneSs. 
Once at an Evening Party, Lord Northbrook 
was almost thrown against me by the crowd, 
and he happened — his curiosity ^ probably 
roused by the turbanned apparition before 
him — to enquire, and being told I was 
Mookeijee of Mooketjee's Magazine, 

warmly shook me by the hand and made 

•> ' • 

many kind enquiries about *my publication, 

o 

which be highly eulogized, and about Eng- 
lish literature among the Indians* Soon 
after b attacked the Baroda Policjj "tof Gov- 
ernment in an elaborate pamphlet and I 
never afterwards went near him. 

^My friends think me spoiled by European 
4iterature ii^ which 1 believe too much. It is 
true ’I have tried to act up to the highest 
models q( conduct, but whatev/r th#{oi»' 
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plaints of my family and frienijs at the 
sacrifices, the ill success in life and ever^ the 
obloquy thi^ has involved, I strive to be 
content. If -God had tnken me in my 
late illness, !• would •have gone with the^ 
assurance of having given a good example 
to my countrymen which I hope has not 
been wholly lost, and which may even 
be appreciated hereafter. 

It must amuse your Lordship to learn the 
^eat- change in opinion respecting your ad- 
ministration that has occurred and is going on 
in India* since your departure. But I® have 
wearied you much foo long for a single^ 
letter, ^nd beg to subscribe myself, with 
great lespect, 

Yours sincerely, 
Sambhu C. Mookerjee. 

To Mr. Percy C. Lyon, C.S. 

^ay 17, 189a* 

Sir,— I have not the honour of being known to^ 
yod*and consequently hesitate t^ approach 
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you in a matter pertaining to your Office. 
But* ^as I have no illegitimate request 
to make, I have determin^ck in reliance o 

on your reputation among my countrymen, 

' • *'! 

to risk a forward nsovement* Without any 
more beating about the bush, allow me to 
plunge in tnedias res. 

There is just now in the Bengal^ Office an 
appeal from a dismissed police officer, one 
, late a Sub-Inspector in the district. 

It appears to me that a poor servant of Gov- 
ernment in a difficult line of work has, owing to 
the weakness of the district administration, 
been persecuted and victimized at the instance 
of an influential Vakil party, for the purpose 
of keeping the Government Pleader in^tfounten- 
ance. Any unprejudiced mah,*will see from 
the papers that there was, from the begin- 
ning, no shred of a case against him. The 
murderer .was acquitted by the fqlly of 
the Jury. The Sessions Judge fully believed 
the Sub-Ijispector ; be rather blamed the* Gov- 
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ernment *PIeader, and that has been ‘the Sub- 
Inspector’s misfortune. There is nothing sus- 

“picious in any part of his evidence at any 

. * 

stage of these proceedings, and the officers 
themselves have been Ashing for something 
plausbie to his discredit. He has passed 
throigh the fiery ordeal of a criminal pro- 
secution unscathed ; his accuser, so to say, 
himself being the Judge. At last he is ruin- 
ed by an extra-judicial departmental order. 

m ^ is nobody to me. I never 

knew him before this w(eek. But in my 
capacity of one of thje unpaid advisers of 
the poor, I have become acquainted with his 
case. I may be utterly mistaken .in my 
vTew o*f* it.’ You will judge for yourself. 
My object is simply to prevent, if possible, 
the calamity of the stereotyped office repl^ 
that Government sees no reason to interfere. 
I ventdre to hppe that, you wiM.' grant the* 

man’s case sontp degree of careful considera- 

! •• 

tion and.melteiful treatment. 

A 
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With many apologies for taking up so 
much ‘of your time, 

I beg to subscribe myself, 

* Sir, . • 

Your most obedient humble servart, 
Sambhu C. Mookerjee. 

From the Marquis of Dufferin and Avt. 

British Embassy 
Rom«, May t6, 1890. 

My dear Dr. Mookerjee, — I was delighted to 
get a letter from you, for I am sure you wrt 
know that there are very few of nvy Indian 
friends towards whom I, feel a warmer regard 
*or for whose character and abilities I have 
gseater respect than I have for yours.* I am 
still a diligent reader of “ Reis and Rayyet, 
and in that way I have kept myself pretty 
w^ll informed of everything that has been 
going on in India since my departure. 

I am, hot! ever, very much grieved fb learn 
of your having' been so seriously unwell. 
An attacif* qpon the chest is alwiys a cntioii 




FROM'^ORIkDUFFERIN. 343 

matter, ^and as you are not very cobust you 
must have felt it all the more acutely. • Nor 
does it in the least surprise me that all your 
friends as well as your readers should have 
been rendered very ankious about you. % 
That Lord Lansdowne should like and 
appreciate you was certain, and I am sure 
that your admiration for him will increase as 
you become better acquainted with him. 

In regard to my own proceedings I have 
tl^pt much to tell you. We are very pleasant- 
ly situated at Rome, which is -one of the 

o 0 

most interesting capitals of Europe, surround- 

o 

ed by all the most agreeable associations bot^ 
of Art and Literature, and possessing a very 

• 9 

•charnfigg station and society. In ^winter I 
get some •fox-hunting and in the- summer 
boating, which supply the air and exercise 
trecessary for one’s health. Rome, however^ 
was not a good place to conje. to immedi* 
ately* after ^leaving * India, for what is 
w^tfted such circumstances^ is a brae- 
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ing cltmaK, wnicn ivome is noi, /\s a 
consilience 1 had rather a tiresome though 
not a really serious illness whbn I reach- 
ed London, whicft was very 'disappointing 
as it prevented me frbm seeing any of my 
friends. This summer J am going to spend 
on the sea coast in Italy, so that it will not 
be until next year that .1 shall really, get my 
holiday at home. 

Believe me, my dear Dr. Mookerjee, 

Yours sincerely,’ 

Dufferin and Ava. 

• • 

To Babu Brahmananda Sinka. 

o 

May 23, 1890. 

My dear Brahmananda, 

I have received no letter from ‘your- 
’friend Gunga Prasad. I am. gfad to think 
the leader on the Congress Literature and 
^t^isher will do him good, by spreading his 

name and leading men to do him justice 

• ♦ . • 

for the great service be has done the cause 
of tile Congress. For my part, I )iave tibfy 
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made worship to my favourite idcJ, Justice. 
Plainly speaking, I love Justice and aTtuth 
“above everything. It is my delight to do 
justice and tdach men to* do likewise. Of 
course, I desire men tcf be good, but justice* 
is at the bottom of all goodness. No vulgar, 
colourless, yielding goodness that is all things 
to all m^n, for me ; but a manly sense of 
the right and becoming, supported by human- 
ity and generosity. Above all, my gospel 
i^^hat* of St. Coleridge — 

He prayeth best, who lovjeth best’ 

All things both great and small ; 

For the dear God who loveth us, 

JKe made and loveth all. 

That is •superior to anything in the** Bible, 
though of coifrse it springs from, and is k devel- 
opment of, the teaching of the New Testament. 
It is better than anything in Hindu or even 
Buddhist scripture. But it Js, like •Christianity 
itself, to a great extent, lost on the stern sons 
of "tBor and Woden and their ddhcendants. 
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It comes home to us of the East. 

The neglect shewn to the mftmory of poor 
Robert Knight is most painful ’ to me, I am 
®°sorry with a sorrow I San never forget that ’ I 
was near dying myself when he died, so that 
I could not perform the last offices of friend- 
ship. And now to think that sucji a man 
should be quietly ignored by men boasting of 
patriotism ! I have many a time thought of 
communicating with Narendra Nath Sen, 

Ghose brothers and others, or of issuing a 

• • 

circufar, but the fear of spoiling the cause has 

o 

^restrained me. I wish to follow, not lead ; to 
dg my. duty quietly and obscurely «rithout 
attracting notice. How much nbise«f might 
have created from my college’ 'days, had I 

been so disposed 1 I have not even published 

© ' 

as I intended his letters to me, lest I shoiild 
prejudice ifly excellent countiymen against a 
gbod man for the one sin of loving me. * 
Homoeofial^y and Congress ane ^ *8^ 
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things ip their way. But what about your 
examinations ? What are you doing* fbr a 
profession ? 

Yours affectionately, 
Sam^hu C. Mookerjee. 

To Miss Ann Marston. 

May 27, 1890. 

Dear Mies Marston, — Pardon the familiarity 
of this address. And let me hope that the 
Gordian knot of difficulty interposed by so- 
«al customs which, though of great use and 
importance, are sometimes as irksome and 
burdensome as unnecessary, may thus iSe cut, 
and two human beings situated in two distant! 
countries who cannot well harm one. another 
’may pdssibTy, by inter-communication, be 
rendered th*e more efficient instrurrients for* 
doing a little service in God’s world. Besides, 
I would not be regarded as such a stranger.* 
This H not the,first occa^on of ctir acquaint- 
ance though it be the first of our epistohry. 
'• * % 

correspondence. Although I hav2 not had, 
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and may msver have, the honour to he intro- 
duced etH propria persona to you, we have 
known each other through our cofnmon friend 
Mr. Routledge. For myself, an obscure Brah- 
Inan on the banks of the Ganges, this acquaint- 
ance is not an everyday occurrence. It is 
indeed a privilege to be thus kindly noticed 
by a British lady of such rare philanthropy. 
Pray accept, therefore, -my heart’s earnest 
thanks. And for the rest I do pray to the 
Almighty Father “who made and lovcth alli’» 
of us, high and low,, for your health and hap- 
piness*and for prosperity to the cause of kind- 
itess to the dumb on which you and your as- 
sociates, pf both sexes are embarked. 

I wou’ld not weaken the soleinnitj^of my' 

# 

feelings at this moment by any more scribbling, 
but beg to subscribe myself. 

With the highest respect. 
Dear A^dam, 

Yours most faithfully, 
Sambhu C. MoOKERfBE. 
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To the Maharaja of Vizianagram, 

June 65^1890 

My dear Mabaraja Bahadoor, — I duly received 
your Highness’s telegram and I am truly 
ashamed to ha^e made ^o much delay in ac^* 
knowledging your kindness. But the fact 
is that my health was again bad and I have 
only just^ recovered. This time it was, thank 
God, no relapse to t^e terrible chest disease 
1 suffered from at the beginning of the year. 
JH wa‘s a low fever accompanied by entire loss 

of appetite and, above and worst of all, 

• * 

prostration, both physical and mental. I^could 
discover no cause for this sudden attack.. 4 
was living with a care for health such as I 
•had nS^r shown, and I was steadily improv- 
ing and picking up strength, when,' without* 
the slightest premonition, this dull fever came 
on with the attendant symptoms. The heat* 

was great then and some ascr4>ed it to the 

• . • 

weather, including my friend and physician. 
Sircar. , But I could not swallow that My 
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weakness • was something of a kjnd and 
degitev which could not be accounted for 
by the heat. We are childreik of the sun 
and used to his frowns. Whatever the 
•‘cause, I was truly * alarmed, the more 
so as,, though the fever left, the prostra- 
tion continued. I thought that, even if 
I lived, I would never, recover my sjtrength of 
body or of mind. When my condition was at 
its worst it was impossible for me to correct a 
proof — writing was out of the question, h 
was with the greatest difficulty that I could 

finisir my work by the evening- of Sunday. 

• 

(However, I have gradually got back my ap- 
petite and slowly my strength and •spirits. 
What do you think it was ? "Rie c)^her day, 
a clerk -who came to see Jogesh'Babu, hearing 
my symptoms, declared it was Influenza. 
From what he said of that disease I felt th- 
tlined to accept his view. I mentioned it to 
Dr. Sircar, and he too said the same thing, 
saying be was afraid of alarming at 
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before had thoroughly recovered . from the 
effects of one serious disease. 

> I hope Your Highness, Her Highness the 
good Dowager and, last not least, your own 
worthy consoft*are all w«ll. The weather musf, 
be pretty hot, and I see that your house at 
Ooty is being made ready for you. 

When does the ceremony of adoption take 
place ? 

« « » 

God bless you, Maharaja, and preserve you 
long in health and happiness to do good to 
your fellowmen and acquire gyan ! « 

'fi'ours most faithfully, ^ 
Sambhu C. Mookerjee. 

• o 

To^^r Sfyed Hasan Ali^ Nawab Bahadur, 

June 23, 1890. , 

Your Highness, — I cannot adequately express 
how shocked I and my family were at the first, 
news .of your Highness's illness, and hoev 
anxtobs we have been ever since. I would have^ 
wrtAen at (he time, and might even have gone 
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to Murshidabad, but that we learnt that 
you'had been advised to receive no communi- 
cations, much less to see any /riends. Nor, 
did I write to Mejlah Huzoor or Dewan Fuzl 
,*Rubbee, hearing they* were erftirely occupied 
with attending upon your Highness. But I 
made such other enquiries as were open to me. 
One day I went to Belvedere and enquired of 
His Honour the Lieutenant-Governor, who 
told me what he had just heard on Dr. Crom- 
bie’s return from the Palace. I was • much 
touched by. deep and genuine sympathy for 
your-Highness with which Sir Steua’rt Bayley 
^ spoke. His appreciation of your Highness 

may be seen in the new grand title fo* which 
• * 

he recommended you and which has ^oen gra,- 
ciously conferred by Her Impfetial Majesty, 
to the joy of your friends and the satisfaction 
of every one in these three Provinces. 

• On the .nth Prince Jehan Kadr invited me 
and Babu Jogesh Cliuhder DutI (Manager and 
Assistant IMitcnr) to the late Kang’| Falacciahd 
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informe(|j me of the letter he had received 
under your Highness’s own hando ‘You 
may imagine® with what delight we received 
this evidence erf your recovery. 

’ What shall/^I say oPyour kindness, even in< 
your present health, in sending the fruit of 
the season ? I would have immediately ac> 
knowledgfd this token, but that I have been 
occupied with a vindiptive prosecution which 
had been threatened and has at last been com- 
eg,enced in Court. • . • • 

I remain, your Highness, 
Yours most faithfullyf 
Sambhu C Mookerjee;. 

Thef prosecution of the editor of Reis 
and kayyef' for defamation is an event 
in the history of Indian journalism. The- 
time, however, has not yet come when a 
narrative of its principal incidents can l^e 
written from a historian’s point o^ view. That 
the aVticle which was made the foundation 
of\&e change against the paper was adjudg- 
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cd to be a>libel and that Dr. Mookeigee had 
to apologise for it and unreservedly withdraw, 
through his counsel, the imputalaons contain- 
ed in it, is beside the question. All honest 
i^riters when dealing *With perlonalities, inu^t 
be, more or less, libellous. Take one. of the 
greatest names in modern literature, that of 
Macaulay. In one seqse he was the greatest 
of “ libellers.’* His word picture of Sir Elijah 
Impey was deeply resented by his victim’s son, 
an able but long-winded writer^ who did hj^§ 

best to rescue his father’s memory from the 
» * 

mud •thrown on it in the famous essay on 
.]lVarren Hastings. In his History of England, 
Macaulay has painted the characters of® many 

o 

statesmen in colour so lurid that, 1}^ they 

.been his contemporaries, they would have 

at once stopped the circulation of the book 

,an(i lodged its author in jail. Dr, Mookerjee 

)^d a philosophical interest in many ..things 
* . * ® « 
of. little practical importance. His information 

may have • been often incompletf and feVen 
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entirely ^wrong. But his worst enepiies could 
not charge him with acting of malice^ afore- 
thought. As^soon as the article that furnish- 
ed matter foi'- complaint appeared, a number 
of people possessed 3 f some influence in* 
native society in Calcutta began to exert 
themselves most actively in bringing about a 
criminal ^prosecution. Some of them were 
utterly illiterate and incapable of understand- 
ing a line that had been written on the 
ji^bjeCt, yet they proceeded from house to 
house, exaggerating the ^manner in which 
the person referred to in the article “had 
been assailed. Dr. iftookerjee was the sworn 
foe of humbug and snobbishness. Many who 
smarted , under the chastisement of his’ caustic 
pen seized the occasion offered for revenge.^ 
And, to the disgrace, be it said, of a section of 
native society, some who occupied fhe 
position of its leaders were actively eg- 
gaged in promoting the threatened proceedings, 
of i)is literary brethren wl\pse fame he 
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had assisted in building up at the sacrifice of 
health^and time, were among, his secret foes. 
The prosecution took its course. Those on 
whose genuine friendship Dr. Mookerjee 

‘could rely as on £ rock, %xerted them- 

• 

selves actively on every side, but in a war 
of this kind intriguers generally succeed. 
Proposals were made for a compromise. 
Dr. Mookerjee was not unwilling to listen to 
them. But when many hoped and expected 
that a bad business was about to end^^ 
singular proposition was tacked to the olive 
braifth. It was that Dr. Mookerjee should 
visit a particular person at his own house. 
He sturdily declined to do so for reasons 
which i will not mention here, but ^Bich are 
in no way discreditable to him! * The Doctor 
was advised from the first to fight the case 
out and offer exculpatory evidence. This he 
unwiUini; to do. He declared that he 
would rather go to jail than justify what he had 
written by lenderiog evidence of it| tiiuth f for 
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the testimony of intimate friends .and even 
of ladies of position might become' necessary. 
A conviction ^vould not pain him more than a 
charge of breach of confidence based on such 

a’ line of defence. Besides, as he had not beerf 

• * ' * 

actuated by malice, he resolved to consider 
what he had written in precisely the same 
light as ^that on which the nearest relatives 
of the persons assailed saw it. When they 
swore that the picture was not true or that 
*ij^ colouring was overcharged, Mookerjee was 
willing to adopt their views.^ It was not in his 
nature to inflict avoidable pain on others.* His 
own relations with the subject of his attack 
had, mt one time, been friendly and even inti- 
tnate. * ffo \)ffer no defence whatever, he 
thought wa^ * the best course he could follow, 
He would rather persuade himself that he was 
in the wrong than permit the raking uj 
of a ^scandal The outcome of the case 
is well known. He offered neither, defence 
hcl^* explanation : and a convictjon followec 
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as a matter of course. But the counsel for the 

♦ 0 

prosecution, sympathising with him, said that 

c 

he felt disinclined to address the Court on 

the question of punishment. There, he said, 

^ood a literary man o^undoubt^ ability who 
• . 
had for once exceeded the bounds of legitimate 

criticism. He was willing, under the circum- 
stances, to leave the issue to the unfettered 
discretion of the Court., The sentence was a 
fine of Rs. 5cx>. 

From Mr. R. D. Mehta. 

5$, Caoning Street, 
Calcutta, July *i, 1890. 

My dear Fatherly Saihbhu Babu, — By the 
l^essing of Great Hormuzd we will bq, per- 
forming-one of our sacred services* in oiir new. 
church tomorrow morning, wherfe-our Parsee 
community will congregate, and the service 
;nriil*not end till 10-30 ; but you can fully rely 
upon your bad shilling turning up .within 
II o’clock. I will inake every effort to be 
at the Police Court as early ai^ poas^fl'^ 
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I do siiicerely trust and hope tpat, auer 
your last Saturday’s article, the other si^de’ will 
see their way* to stop their litigious tendency 
and will not persevere in their offensive attempt 
of exhuming .tHe dead. 

Be assured that you are uppermost in my 
thoughts, and we will offer special prayers for 
you ton\orrow for your speedy relief from the 
present anxious trial. 

Believe me. 

Ever yours affectionately, 
R. D. Mehta. 

Dr. Mookerjee’s next correspondent ft the 
son of his old chief, the Nawab Bahadur of 
Murshidabad, than whom there is no more Ic^al 
"and enlightened nobleman in “ broad Hindu- 
stan’s dusty* meads.” At the date of this letter' 
he was slowly recovering from a severe illness. 

From Sir Syed Hasan AH, Nawab Bahadun 

Jhe Palace, • 
Marshidabad, July i, 1890. 

a 

M^ *dear£ambhu Babu,— I am deeply touched 
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by your kind letter of the 23rd instant You 
have'always taken such sincere interest in me 
and my affairs, that it is no wotider you should 
feel happy at my joys and be distressed at my 
/orrows. Please accept my sincerest thanks 
for your kind sympathy at my unfortunate 
illness and your gobd wishes for my recovery, 
and for your most welcome congrs^jtulations 
on the new mark of .distinction that Her 
Gracious Majesty has been pleased to honout 
me with, and which, I am sure, I owe, next tp. 
the blessings- of God, to the kind opimon and 
good trjshes I have the good fortune to enjoy 
^ friends like yourself. 

Indeed, it fills up the measure of pride* and 
gratification I felt at the receipt of the*&>nour' 
19 know that you are so wdll pleased 
with it. 

• A% regards my illness, I am thankful to be 
ab|f to say that I am much better now and 
gradually improving. Dr. Meadows Is' of 
ofMoion thab if the prepress I am inaklfig 
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keeps 09 steadily, there is, if Go^ pleases, 
every probability of an early restoration 
of my health. 

I am very • sorry to hear you have been 
irtvolved in so serious a case. But I have so" 
much confidence in your ability, experience, 
prudence and tact, that I don’t believe that 
anything^that comes from your pen can be 
construed into defamation. The charge, I am 
sure, will fall to fhe ground and that you will 
f^me' out with your character thoroughly 
vindicated, for what you ar^ a most honour- 
able writer. Hoping to have the plea^iflre of 
hearing as much from* you soon, I am, with the 
kindest wishes and regards. 

Yours very sincerfely, 
Hasan Ali Mirza. 

How deeply Dr. Mookerjee was loved by 
those who had the privilege of knowing Aim 
familiatly, will best appear from th'e following 
epistle received from an Indian student pro- 
secudng his studies in England* Hundreds 
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of such letters were received by him ffom per- 
sons’ belonging to all sections of society. 

From Mr. J. C. Mookirjee. 

Crotfn Hill Vill.io, 
Harteiden, N. W. 

July i8, 1890. 

My dear Guruji, — I cannot tell you how shock- 
ed I was when I read of* your dangerc^us illness 
in a -recent issue of Reis and Rayyet. Al- 
low me to send you my warmest and fondest 
congratulations on your recovery. Only t||% 
very tallest- palm^and O Lord ! they are 
few, ^eyy few — of dear though de'solate Ben- 
j'al are visible from this distance. What a 
calamity^if any of these be stricken do^n, — 
what a landmark lost ! Tell the I'ood Ifolk of 
paranagore that their thanksgiving was echoed 
from a solitary room in London where a poor 
ifridbd of yours in loving fellowship with them 
w^t down' on his knees too,^ to be spared, 
as they .are, an almost personal loss. 

How is Tocresh Babo and Dr. Sircar? 0*lfbw 
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I long t(^ see you all again ! But not yet. As 
I have so much to say and so rtXicljto do 
when 1 go t^ek, my plans are all but immature, 
my re.sources all but nil. Mine is yet but the 
too thin spideVs web which I am spinning*, 

e 

round about the few stout posts in and 
near Wellington Square. God give me 
life and ^health and strength a few years 
more, and then back again to my old 
regiment — back where love directs me, duty 
^^engthens and gratitude cheers ! 

Affectionately yours, 

J. Ch. MookerjSe. 

o 

P. S. — O Sambhu Babu, I could embrace yoi|^ 
from 4 his distance, O Lord, to thjnk you 
are deld ! 

J. C. M 

From Mr. James Routledge. 

Kidwelly, August 31, iSgft. 

My dear Frietid, — I could not get a letter 
• • ® • 
off by the mail of last week, and this week 

I* alb sooofiwhat unwell. 
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I cannot tell you how grateful I anb to you 
for yoyr wonderful notice of my lecture, the 
kindest and most generous of all ^ntotices. My 
wife was touched by it in a way 'in which she 

• C ^ • 

.has not been before for a very long time. 
We did not expect any notice at the 
time of your vexatious law case, and in open- 
ing the paper it was the law case that„ was first 
of all in my mind. We read the notice in 
silence, taking the paper in turn and we did 
not say much more during breakfast. Wie 
were both deeply .affected. Thank ^u from 
both* our hearts. 

We were greatly pained to see the law- 

Cy 

sujt whjch must have been- one of^ pure 
vindictiveness. Your course, I *was» pleased 
to find, ' was calm, considerate ahd dignified, 
and though it must have cost you money, 
>th& is ail you have lost. I shall a^k 
Cpionel Bu‘rn| if he has seen the notice, with 
itt kind reference to himself. Recutring to 
the suit, I vtrust your friends will ocft let 
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you su§er by it. Your words ar§ so wise, 
so generous, and so adapted to the * end 
in view thart to cripple Reis and Rayyet 
would be to -injure India’s best interests. I 
am npt paying you the least compliment in, 

0 

saying this. I have said it to others in 
connection with the trial. I am glad to see 
that my old friend Mr. Wilson is to be 
photographed. I wish I could have written 
the biography. I hope he will send me a 
jcgpy; India has a good friend in Mr. Wilson. 

1 am working very hard, but in four cases 
out of five for nothing. Two or three “days 
ago an immensely ‘rich man asked me . to 
write* a laborious magazine article, and^he 
ended'%“ I know youc interest in the cause, 
and that we ‘can ask you to do ifwithouj 
offering you any remuneration.” I am ‘not 
quoting the exact words but the meaning.. 
It wa» a bit laughable coming^ from a n^jin 
of money. Still without being asked, I should 

donft it in defence of the Union. The 
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great comfort is that the works |re fast 
comhi^ to- an end and that before long we 
shall be at rest 

I am, my dear friend* W4th my wife’s and 
fey sincerest regards, ® 

Your firm friend, 
James Routledge. 

To Mr. Ft. C Maliik. 

• August 2$, 1890. 

My dear Hem Chunder, — Here is your Bos- 
well. It stood me in good stead during the 

crisis. Being a handy edition of a whole libra- 

* • 

ry of entertaining and instructive reading, I 
^ept it in hand through the sessions as my re- 
sotjrce in gaol, should it come to that, i too 
have a one volume edition, but it is®a big® tomef/ 

, As you do not care for Dow§on, send it. 

1 often require to look into it. I am cer- 
•taiifly aftef books of all kinds for something 
or. other ; but it is difficult to find books in 
Calcutta. That article on Cardinal Newman 
I wrote without referring to a single b(i&l(i 


TO M>R. H. *C. MALLIK. 367 


though 6t has direct and pointed .reference 
to a whole library of volumes. That is^ feat 
of memory of which I am naturally proud. 
But it is an exceedingly hazardous thing to rely 
upon such a slippery faculty — particularly at 
my age and in my weak health. I was ap- 
prehensive of committing some fearful blunder 
— some luoicrous anachronism and so forth. 
But what tould ^ do ? •! have not the books. 
The Dutt Family Library had some, but they 
not to be found. You have not got them. 
There all.^ my resources end. Besides, writing 
on Sunday evening, any extended search was 
out of the question. *You should buy NeW- 
m 9 ,n’ s^.pologia pro Vitd sud. Do not be fright- 
ened af the litatin. The book is ail in English 
and that of *tlie best. If you care for logical 
exercises or the philosophy of Romanism, his 
Grammar of Assent is the book for youT 

D(} not forget to send Eotlun: 

•• • 

Yours affectiona| 
Sambhu C. 
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J'o Bobu Brahmanand Sinha^ 

August 37, 1890. 


My dear Brahmanand, — Why hafre I not writ- 
ten to you fdr so long ? The world knows that 1 
• e « 

, have not been sleeping on a bed of roses. AAd 

the world knows not of many things I have 
been suffering from. Yet that is not the true 
explanation, after all. The world nearer home 
has wondered at the coolness wits which I 
have taken my prosecution — the shameless 
Itfforts of an unexampled conspiracy of all fjje 
wealth and influence of native Calcutta assist- 


ed by the rabble of your politicians and edu- 
cated Bengalis to crusii Rfis and Rantt and 
editor to death if possible. Latttrfy, the 

enemy could not conceal their * moMificatioh 

• • 

.that, while they put forth all their activity^ 
leaving no stone unturned to attain success in 
th^ir unholy cause, the object of all thdr ek- 
inary attentions preserv^ an Sttitude 
ncern. .At a time when tl|e vhcde 
Astir, we here pursued* the * eirihi 
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tenour of our way. People came jn num- 
bers, whether as spies or true friends, t(j hear, 
and went awiy as little enlightened as they 
came. The matter might be discussed down* 

O 0 . 

stairs by our own people, but “ mum ” was the . 
rule in the great Editorial Presence. The 
two who sit at this table, my friend Jogesh 
Chunder ^ Dutt, the assistant Editor and 
Manager of Reis attd Rayyet, and myself 
— the two most interested — rarely exchanged 
views' unless once in the course of several 
days, and. that mostly towards the small hours 
of the night. Not that we did not at all think, 
but we generally kept our own counsel. Tha^ 
was «m example — not simply of cour^ige agd 
steadiness, ttit also of prudence — which I 
hope has not been wholly lost on our towns-* 
men. In fact, my whole conduct in regard to 
the case was an. instance of how a grave ' 
difficulty and an imminent dangpr should he 
mist t>y a man of honour. 

say* you have spared your criticism. I 
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know it,, for all that. Your a^lescent 
Lucknow wisdom amounts to this, does it not ? 
that I am an outrageous sinner fof not respect- 
ing the sanctity of the ashes of departed worth 
* • e 

, or worthlessness ; that at any rate I was not 

m 

justified in raking up the character of one who 
was by no means a public man, that 1 was 
actuated by malice, that I had § lifelong 
feud with the deceased, that I was coward 
enough to wait till be died to attack a man 
whom I dared not criticize while living,' thg( 
1 had given pain t<\ the surviving family, which 
I had ho business to do, that I' was a fool 
not to retract and apologise when called upon, 
that 1 was a greater fool in not submitting 
to it in the Police Court, and that 1 hate been* 
lightly served in the High Court, &c., &c. 
Well, you have no reason to be ashamed 
of*these ideas, as you are in a large, and 
tQ some extent a good company, ’in so 
fit as- you have the sanction of the Judge. 
But 1 9m aafraid you are all 
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you. \5du are wrong, too, if you thipk, as you 
doubtless do, that the finale has beefi an igno- 
minious defeat for me. You pnly look to the 
apparent fact/ The conviction and sentence 
are patent -They were a natter of course!, 
The law is bad. It is a law against truth 
and the interests of human society, and the 
High Court interpretation of it is worse. 
That interpretation • was first given in 
Hearsey’s case. 

^^Did you note the terms of Bonnerjee's 
speech?. We maintained jthe real truth to 
the last. *We never meant to give pain, 
and expressed our regret for having Un^ 
wittingly given it. As for th( statements, 
when we of the sons went to the box and 
denied their truth, all I could io under th^ 
circumstanced was — always und^r advice of 
Counsel— to accept the denial vand nthdraw\he^ 
remark's and apologise for them. 7 he thinkipg 
part' of the public here regard thit as- a great 
triurfph for me. The Advocate feneral con- 


gratulate^ me on it, and rebuked the^lenizens 
of Asia Minor for their glee at my dis- 
comfiture, as they wished to take it. Sir 
Charles Paul told me that though, in considers- 

,*tion of ray poor state of health,*he once wiskid 

• 

the case had ended - in the Police Court, 
though he alwrys said Handley would not 
dispose of it yet he was delighted at 
the result tiad the case not come to the 
Sessions, I would not have had that 
opportunity f«r the kick that I admith'st^; 
ed to the prose^pution through IBonnerjee. 
So said the Advocate General, * 

Yours affectionately, 
Sambhu C. Mookerjee. 

To Mr. Ptrty C, Lyon, 3, 

• . 

August 28, 1890. 

Dear Sir, — rhere was no need for your seeking 
’ a precedent for writing to me. Your doing SO 
aimmt pus gie in the wrong, giving mjf previ-; 
pits comnunication to you' the character of 
an ofBcicts fntmsion into otRdii . 
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and an impertinence — an act of irreverence — 
towards one of its ordained ministers. V had 
no precedentr— no pretence whatever for dis- 
turbing you, Jjeyond the general right of 
every man to^approacfl another man, how-« 
ever exalted, in behalf of a brother man 
in difficulty. I may here as well say, to show 
how utterly unconnected with me the ex- 
Police officer is for whpm I ventured to trouble 
you, and indeed how unknown to me, that I 

never heard what came of his representation, 

» • 

or where he is, or what is he about 1 cannot 

• • 

even enquire, having forgotten his namtf and 
not knowing the whereabouts of the Brahman 
(whogi 1 knew only casually) who brought 
•him t« ,me, * 

It is a greftit advantage to journalists, who 

O’ 

have to perform their difficult duties in haste 
•and without sufficient information, to receive 
communications from gentlemen like your 
good self (I use the wofd “ good " not in con- 
«efttional gourtcsy, fpr it was your high reputa- 
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tion — the high terms in which I had he^rd you 

spoldsn of - by observers like Nawab Abdool 

Luteef — that emboldened me *o write the 

first letter I had the honour pf addressing 

you). For myself, 1* am always open to 
* • 
correction. Although jny unfortunate style 

of writing, 1 am afraid, prejudices me with 

hasty readers and those who do not know 

o 

me, yet I can honestly say I never write 
from unworthy motives or with any personal 
views. Mistakes we all are liable to, but 
have never' hesitated to acknowledge them. 
My 'friends even charge me with weakness 

because of my readiness in this respect. 

% 

I am much obliged to you for writing to 
• * 

me as ’ you have done, and truly |Sankful’ 

for youf appreciation of my godd'faith in the 

*• 

paragraph about the death of Mr. Bradford. 
,If •any wrong has been done you are quite 
right in thinking it was perfectly unintention- 
al. It was farthest from my mind to reflect 
on any pe^n. I aimed at the sy^em. • tSy 
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object, if any, was to suggest a comparison 

a 

between the Oriental life and the Western. 
Herein I plead guilty. If anybody thinics that 
I disparaged . the friends and connections of 
the deceased of impute(f to them conscious and 

ft o 

special neglect, he does me wrong. I am afraid 
my words have been taken in a particular 
sense which they were not intended to convey. 

ft 

The very idea of dying in a hospital is horrible 
to us, and I meant simply to express that 
horror. Without imputing blame to any 

quarter or individual, I only attempted a 

• « 

picture of what is involved in the fact of ^death 
in a hospital. 

I ^all try to explain matters in my nejft 
issue. • I on^ regret that the Rev. Cfiaplaitf to 
the Hospital has rushed into, print. The 
interference of the Church militant is- not 
:onducive to harmony. Already I see, the 
mergy of his vituperation has • cowed the 
poojr — He will n6t so elisily bully the 
Reis^ 
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' And now with a parting apology for the 
delay of this acknowledgment 

I remain, . 

Yours sincerely, 
SaiSbhu C. Mookerjee. 

. To Kumar Kristodas Law. 

August 31, 1890. 

My dear Kumar, — I anx glad you have written 
and so properly, the niore so that it’gives me 
an opportunity of corresponding with you. I 
took no offence — I am too proud for any petty 

e • 

vanities of . that kind — but only smiled. I 

O 9 

thought. I was not sufficiently known in your 
house for my voice to be easily recognized in 
fhe dark. 

Yes, yo\| should have stepped ojjt to^aee mej. 
for after a man has come all the way from his 
Kouse to yours he may well expect the rest of 
his lousiness to be forwarded by you. Besides, 
take the word of one experienced in book* and 
somewhat in Aen too*^the world is apt to> be 
severe upon the lapses, real or seealng, of tf)?. 
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wealthy. As for yourself, your extraordinary 
prosperity itself provokes so much envy ’that 
you have need to be specially careful, if you 
would be loved apd be happy. 

• You have gfven a frank and satisfactory ex-* 
planation, and all I can say is — God bless you 
and yours. 

Believe me to be, 

Your sincere Ashirbadak, 
Sambhu C. Mookerjee. 

The first sentence of Sterne’s Sentimental 

• O 

Journey is “They order thjs matter better in 
France.” The Times of India' i\x>'aiioa cdtres- ’ 
pondent quoted this sentence wrongly, without, 
apparently, knowing that he was dealing witif 
a Britis^i cl^sic. Dr. Mookerjee, who could 
not tolerate* &n inaccurate- quotation,' noticed 
it in one of his characteristic paragraphs. 

'■ . The second sentence relates . to a matter 
of great interest In a cause cilkbre at Dacca 
the . daily papers reported * Mr. Justice 
Wllsen to ,bave said that in India the giver 
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of a bribe was more to blame t^an the 
taket. An article was contributed by Dr. 

C 

Mookerjee's correspondent in which an ex- 
tract was made from Macaulay's notes to 
the Draft Penal Code sho\9ing that the 
opposite view was entertained by its framers. 
In England givers of bribes are men of 
education, wealth and influence ; takers 
are ignorant and poor ; the motive being 
generally ambition.* In India, the reverse is 
the case. Givers are poor or at least possess- 
ed of no influence^; takers are men in power. 
Aftet the article had been set up in type a 
reference was made to ’Mr. M. Ghose as to 
whether the newspapers had correctly reported 
Mr. Justice Wilson. Mr. Ghose replied*ftiat th<? 
reports were all erroneous ; and* that, as a 
matter of fact, Mr. Justice Wilson had not 
said anything that eould be construed into a- 

severer condemnation of the giver than the 
* ■ • • 
taker of bribes in India. The article appear- 
ed in Reis qnd Rayyit with an ejitrMt 
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Mr. GhQse's jetter. As the info 
been expressly named, Mookerjee’s coVres- 
pondent inquired who the Counsel was who 
had written io that strain. Was it the Ad- 
vocate Generaf? 

Many of the later translators from Sanskrit 
have rendered the word Adhyaya as “ Lesson ” 
and not ** Chapter.” Dr. Mookerjee subse- 
quently admitted that the former was the more 
literal translation, though the latter was not in- 
correct. Babu Kisari Mohan Ganguli pointed 

out that Adhyaya evidently implies' so much as 

• • 

can be read at one stretch ; and that in an'bient 

India the proper mode of distributing a work 

m 

would be by Adhyayas or lessons. “ Chapter 

• « 

^videnfly af^plies to an age of writing and 
printing. HeVice '* Lesson ” has been' adopted 
by modern scholars and “ Chapter ” tabooed. 

To Babu Kisari Mohan Oanguli. 

I, Uckoor Dutt’SLane, , 

•# • 

Calcuttn, February i8, 1852. 
DAi* Kis»ri,— That “the” for “|Ws” in my 



38 o 


LETTERS, 


" ■■■ — I — — II I 

ninemonic quotation from Sterne |vas the 

verie’st slip of heedlessness. Still you have my 

blessing all the same and my praise all the 

more. Your letter shows the habits of accura- 

t:y in which you have been frained. These 
® • 
ai^e not quite the trifles to be despised that 

many think them. For one thing, they show 

the cultivation of learning at first hand. See 

e 

how the clever literary, gossiper of the Times 
of India is at fault in this particular. He 
has been quoting wrongly a well ktiown^ 

passage from a British classic without sus- 

® 0 

pectflig- it. 

My learned friend i!s neither the Advo- 
cate General nor the former Officiating Stand- 

O • 

ing Counsel, who might by thi; hayft beeir 
Standing Counsel en 'could he have 

conlmanded the patience to wait instead of 
, going over jn a huff to the camp of Agita-' 
tion. Who,- then, is the Simon Pure? Try 
again. 

The point in dispute with Sjr 
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Maine sws ^ very simple one. In opposing 
in the editorial columns of the Hindoo 

O 

Patriot one of the so-called periodical amend- 
ments of the. Stamp Law — which would be 
iTlore accurately called periodical enhance-® 

o 

ments of the Stamp Tax — I happened to 
cite Bentham as an authority against 
Judicial Taxation. The Law Member at the 
next meeting of the Legislative Council had 
the rashness to rebuke for ignorance those 
averred that Bentham was against the 
Stamp Tax. I retorted in pur next issue and 
was able to turn the tables completely on the 
great Pandit of the Gbvernment of India, quot- 
ing chapter and verse, that not only Bentham 
■but tlfew wh®le school of Utilitarians and 
philosophers of the Westminster Revieiu were 
opposed to Judicial Taxation. 

• I send you the first part of Srisa Chandra 
Basu’3>P<i«i«i. You will see that he translates 
Adhyaya as Chapter, ife is not much of an 
auftjerity, .to be sure, but, whatever the etymo- 
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logy, I thjnk that is the ordinary speanlng of the 
word. I am sure you will find “ Adhyaya ” 

usually rendered as “ Chapter*^ in accepted 

translations of Sanskrit works. 

« I discovered CrokeVs revie\# of Macaulay^ 
> • 
but could not send the book as it was wanted 

here. Even now for several reasons I cannot 

send it out. Pray come^nd read it ; it will not 

take long. Why not spend a day and even a 

night too with us ? You will enjoy Croker 

and the rest. 

I am very glad to hear of your boy^’s exami- 
natidn. • God grant that he may pass. This 
passage of the Rubicon ^Idom leads to Rome 

now-a-days. Still there is no living or 

• * 

taining 'caste without accomplis|jing .the feat.’ 

There iff a meeting of the Sertat^ dn Saturday 

*• 

on ‘the late Examination scandal. I am at 
,lasi one of t^e Conscript Fathers and have got' 

an invitation. Do you know how your Chief 

♦ ^ 

got ther^ff 

I am sor^y for your sake for the deutff ^ 
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Guroo Charjtfi’s cousin. I can truly sym- 
pathize with you, having lost friends myself 
There is nothfhg like friendship for^true happi- 
ness. Friends cannot be made. They are 
God’s blessings. 

Yours always afifectionately, 
Sambhu C. Mookerjee. 
How weak Dr. Mookerjee’s health had be- 
come in 1892 will appear from the following 
letter. The slightest exertion fatigued him. 

refers to a lecture he delivered on the 
“ Press in India,’* the preliminary portion ol 
which, treating of the expedients of Hindu and 

Mussalman rulers for obtaining information 

c 

as ea^'ly and in as correct a form as possible, 
Is mosf interasting. The Chara of ancient and 
medixval India, and the Harkara ' of the: 
Mussalman epoch were the prototypes of 
I'ndian newspapers. The last> paragrSph 
refers "to the removal of Pandit Ramna|h 
Tarkllltoa, after nineteen years of approV- 
Arnm Ki« Annrklnt’ntMt^ as Travel- 
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ling Pandit under the Asijitic • Society 
of '^Bengal. H# is one of , the soundest 

of living Sanskrit scholars, *but' he ' had 

i 

incurred the ill-will of many influential Hindus 

* t 

T>y a disquisition which he had delivered, at- the 
request of Sir A. CroTt, K, C. I. E., Director 
of Public Instruction, in- favour of the “ Age 
of Consent Bill.” It was a very weU reason- 
ed piece of work and completely disposed of 
the foolish cry that the Hindu religion was 
at stake when the age of consent was faisfd 
from ten to twelve .years. The Pandits on the 
opp^ition side were all convicted not only of 
ignorance but of having mutilated texts. Pro- 
fessor Mahes Chandra Nayaratna an^Raja 
Rajendralala Mitra, both of (whom were* 
among the adversaries of the* Bill, had the 
ma^animity to forgive bis onslaught on their 
cause. Not «so others whose learning should' 
have forbidden them to wreak a coivardly. 
revenge on their staunchest opponent;^j||^e8e 
combiafd tp effect the ruin of the * A 
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9 

charge neg}igence was brought against him. 
Sir A. Croft called on him for an*ex- 
planation, and it was establishe^ that the 
charge was -unfounded. Sir Alfred, then 
President of the Asiatic Society, gave' 
the Pandit a substantial increase of pay. 
But the former soon afterwards left India and 
the enemies of the Pandit found it easy 
enough to work their* will. The victim was 
retried and convicted upon the old and 
l^ifuted charge, and condemned for neglect 
of duty, immediately after ^having been re- 
warded for diligence. Some strong paragraphs 
appeared in Reis ancT Rayyet^ and the States- 
man gave a trenchant leader to the ^ subject. 
The Pa^it is. venerable by years and ch'aracter, 
and his condemnation caused a sensation in the, 
learned world. Dr. Mookerjee felt deeply for 
the unfortunate scholar. ' His cerrespondint 
was at' ’that time not personally acquainted 
with ' t||!B ruined man, but after reading his 
ori^tfal Sanskrit poem Vasudeva Vijayam he 
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liras filled with admiration fo( biso genius. 
The* withdrawal from a fellow creature of 
his means subsistence always moved him 
powerfully. 

To Babu Kisari Mohan Gangulu 

June y, iSg^. 

Dear Kisari, — We were disappointed at your 
absence on Wednesday' evening. You must 
have been equally so, *1 presume. I suppose 
you got no convenient "" conveyancer.'' Such 
is the luck of Brahmans I 

I Was knocked qp by my unusual exertions, 
writing all day from dawn, and then stand- 
ing reading the writing in a hot and crowded 
room. 1^ returned prostrated and havjf not 
recovered to this moment* 

* ® • • 

.. And then here is the heart-rending case of 
' the Pandit of your admiration. It has made 
nne* quite miserable. To be done out of oners' 
lining after ^ nineteen years’^ distinguished 
service. for nothing, is no ordinary wfong. 
My reliance is upon you' to safe h^ 
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your ad^ce jnd a representation from vour 
tranchant pen. 

Yours affecticjnately, 
Sambhu C. Mookerjee. 

To Baboo Kali Prosanna Ghosh, 

February 27, 1891. 
My dear Kali Prosanna Baboo, — Many thanks 
for your ^most interesting letters. They are 
not only welcome as the response of heart to 
heart — as the unmistakable expression of 
g^uihe sympathy in the cause — but valuable 
as the utterance of a thinkq^. I am glad to 
read your account of the interview of my 
friend Raja Rajencfra Narain with the 

> 5 ! 

Lieutenant-Governor. The Raja spoke like ^a 
ftian aifd a true Brahman of the governing 
class and no scion of a mere priesthood., 
• • • . • As 

for ourselves, the time Is one •when evA'y 
one is* bound to declare himself 60 one si^p 

O •• 

or the other. I can only pity the handful^ 
who ^ay have by independent thought come 
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to the conclusion that the Agf of, Consent 
Bill interferes with the Hindu religion. Thank 
God, our I'eligion is more elastic than that ! 
It stands any amount of clipping, especially 
In its dead twigs and^leaves. fn the interest 
.of civilization and of* our good name as a 
nation and the credit of our Rishis themselves, 
every man who pretends to patriotism and 
culture among us should disavow the tricks 
of the Garbhadhanists. 

It is a great pleasure to know that 
Jogender Nath ^hattacharya is appreciat- 
ed T>y' men like yourself and the Raja. 
His contribution to \he controversy has 
been very valuable, and remains unanswered. 

Cheer up. Kali Prosanna Babob ! There is 
no ' cause for anxiety. Let us do our duty 
m^fully an4 we shall beat the barbarians-. - 

They have inflicted irreparable injury on 
their cause by thetf unprincipled agitation 
and, above .all, by the puerile demoMtratia^ ^ 
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the maWan -of , a mob drawn to* see the 
Viceroy and electric light. 

Your| truly, 

SA^pHU C. Mookerjee. 
To Kumar ( now Raja ) Binaya Krishna. 

July 2, 1891. 

My dear Binaya Kanda, — Yes, that’s the name 
by which^I love to call you, and there is no 
harm in letting you Icfiow it 

I was truly shocked to hear of your* 
brother’s death. And notwithstanding all that 
has been, reported to me tof his misunder- 

o 

standing in regard to, or his ill-will towards, 
me, and without thinking him either a^ 

philantljropist or a genius, I am sincerely 

• ' o * 

sorry fo? hiso loss. He was too young and 

inexperienceci to be ^ fit object of criticism,, 

while his tastes and pursuits entitled him to 

a ‘kindly place in the minds of men. . ^^e 

have far too few men pf respe;f table habite 

and ^sociations to be •able to spare one, 

of‘ 
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This judicial strain is not |he strain of 
conclolence, perhaps. Nor did I take up my 
pen to con|ole with you. Condolence is barred ' 
by limitation. That duty • belongs to near 

o C 

and dear friends, who have doubtless perforrh- 
ed their part. But I cannot, without incurring 
a charge of cynicism, avoid alluding to this 
sad bereavement. 

My object in writing to you to-day is to 
make an apology. This morning I accidentally 
came upon an unopened packet or rat^jor 
letter of yoiirs written in December. . I remem- 
ber'yonr book because you sent your friend 
Baboo Gopal Chunder Mookerjee (if I mis- 
take not) to draw my attention to He 
read to me some parts which J pointed ou^, 
and 1 believe I expressed my* satisfaction.^ 
The letter was not opened and I am guilty 
of having token in silence your congratula- 
tions on niy appointment as an Honorary 
Magistrate. That, under any circumstances 
I should • not have done. So i bc|f 
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pardon.^ I am touched by your expressions 
of good will. And, notwithstanding any ex- 

O 

pressions to ^he contrary you have been 
tempted to ..make by my support of the 

Consent Bill, bless you with all my heart.® 
• ^ 
I am bound to appreciate your congratula- 
tions the more as there are few to pay me 
that compliment I am afraid many have 
taken to heart my unpaid magistracy, though 
God knows I never applied for it, any more 
^Uian- for the University Fellowship. Perhaps, 
I ought to tell you that it was the alter- 

o • 

native of two titles which were offerdU to 
and refused by me. • 

Yours truly, 

Sambhu C. Mookerjee. 
To Dr, (libw Sir) jj^illiam H. Rattigan. 

July J 4 , '1891- 

• My dear Sir, — I was about to wi^te to yoa oq 
your •well-merited elevation to the Supreme 
Legislative Council, wh^n your note thanking 
ml •for the notice in Rris and ^ayyet came. 
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Yes, the appointment has been^ ver)^ well re- 
ceived iii all quarters. So, sterling merit has 

® 1 

Still some clance in this world. •For you are 
far from a pushing man, and have never stoop- 
*bd to the arts whic^ luring a man to pro- 
minence. It is this that makes the appoint- 
ment as well as its public reception so agree- 
able. The Punjab is delighted. The Province 

o 

is proud of you. The dinner given to you 
seems to have been a great success. Un- 
fortunately, I have not read the full aj-^ 
count of the ceremony, or else I might 
hav^ noticed it. 

1 hope in the coming' cold weather you will 
join the Council at Calcutta, and thus* give 
me the 'opportunity of making jjour plrsonal' 
acquaintance. 

I wonder what you think of the legal aspects 
pf the Manipijr business. We certainly want' 
an International Law for India. 

What is your opin^pn of the Native Press ? 
I have just; before me, for answering, a 
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letter received by the last mail from Lord 

which opens with that subject The writer 
sat next to «Lord Cross who prelided at the 
Newspaper Fund Dinner at whichr the Secre- 
tary of State^ made tfte remark which had 
relieved all connected with native journalism. 

Lord says : “ I have never seen anything 

to complain of in the Indian Press published 
in English." 

When will the Warburton v. TIte Tribune 
Jitigation come to an end ? 

At Calcutta, Mr. Handley has sentenced 

a • 

to imprisonment both the proprietor andT the 
publisher of the Bafiganibashi. 

Yours truly, 

SAMBHU C. MOCfKERJEE. 

To Rdo Bahadun^P. Ananda CItarlu, 

January 28, 1892 

My dear Friend, — Your letter o( the 2othPin- 
stant ‘is most welcome. I am |[l4d to be re- 
membered by you. 
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You see that you have applied to ^e right 
quarter for information about the great living 
authority i|i Hindu Law in Bengal. The 
Smartha Siromani is my friend iind he will be 
jglad to correspond witli y^ on ®the debatable 
points and niceties «f your common pro- 
fession. You had better write him as Dr. 

Jogender Nath Bhattacharya, as Smartha 

« 

Siromani is a title which be has not adopted as 
his surname. 

On my sick bed I rejoiced to learn that yo^^ 

had taken the chair of President of the last 

• • 

Congress. No better maa could have been 

chosen, and you acquitted yourself nobly in 

o 

a post of honour and difficulty. Your presi- 
• • • 
dential kddress is a masterly perQ;>rma|ft;e and 

fully worthy of the accomplished* Scholar' and 

mature politician that ' you are. There is not 

in it the slightest trace of the literary conscious*' - 

ness of the young aspirant which was the* only 

flaw in the otherwise ^rfect gear of the address 

of the preening year. There is only a s}n|le 
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word tl^t I tegret in so finished a composi- 
tion — talented. I confess I am rather f)arti- 
cular. For A see the word used Iw many able 
and some even good writers, tiiough as a 

% o 

fule the best writers still avoid it. But 
• * 

that is no objection of any moment, and 
1 would not have mentioned my philological 
dislike if you were not my friend. 

Yours sincerely, 
Sambhu C. Mookerjee. 

, ^ Moulvi Syed Mahomed to whom the follow- 
ing letter was addressed,, is the' son-in-law of 
an intimate friend, the late Nawab Alidool 
Luteef Bahadur. 

To Moulvi Syed Mahomed.^ 

April i6, 1892. 

My ■ dear fl^phew,— 4now me to congratulate 
you on the improvement in your composition. 
■You are daily making an advanipe as a wn-iteur 
in English. Your letters show hot only fine 
natural parts but al8<i*a marvellous . docility 
■il *the use of a most difficult yving tongue 
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whose idioms and literary methcsds are 
often so very different from ■ our Eastern 
languages, Svernacular or classical. Your 

energy also is highly creditable- to you. I 

• ® . 
,po not wonder that ai»id the pressure 

of ofRcial work, you find time for 
writing for self-improvement. For, as I 
tell my Indian friends who gomplain 
of absolute want of * leisure for intel- 
lectual recreation and literary pursuits, 
it is those who have least time" qc« 
opportunity ‘ who . do most work , out of 
their professional range. The fact is, those 
vvho mean to work, do "work, making time 
out^ of desperate pre-occupation and ^eat- 
ing opportunity out of nothing. Tliat is 

* * * 

the privilege of the strong man. It is the 
idle 'that are always complaining. Many of 
thed^ poor fellows waste not a few hours' 
in jlemonstrati^g their poverty of leisure and 
proving. that they ought not to be expected 
to fulfil tlMffefulI share of professional engdIgO' ' 
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merits, ^ut though I do not marvel, I cannot 

help admiring .your zeal as well as your'skill 

) • 

within your 

ou will be 

able to continBe in this w*ay for a due length/ 
For you have just got the opportunity for im- 
provement and are within, but still near, the 
threshold. You cannot yet stop to take breath 
for fear of being uqcpnsciously driven back. 
I have seen some of my Hindu friends, far 
better equipped educationally tlian yourself, 

losing their acquired knack by a few 

• • 

months’ holiday, though they gradually picked 
it up again. 

Ofjate I ha/e conceived a great pride in 

o • • 

you. ^our jdocility and industry afe most 

hopeful. ButT you wri^e too hurriedly. There 

is no help for it, you have no time to* do 

otherwise. But take care you dc^ not contAu:t 

a bad • literary iabit, so that wheh you have 
• •© ® * 
leisure enough you may*pot still write in, hastej 

wl ‘are all slwes of habit, A Jittle mow 
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care would improve your composjtion* There 
is one common defect in it which jars on my 
taste since |my Guru Captain Richardson — 
the Prince oV Poets, critics and Jiterary men 

O C 

Jin India of hi3 day — -warped me at college 
against it. It is the unnatural order of epi* 
thets which he used to characterize as putting 
the cart before the horse.* Thus, it is wrong to 
say " a grand and beautifol houss.” It should 
be “ a beautiful and grand ” &c. “He is a virtu- 
ous and amiable man ” may pas^ but it wouy 
be better as' “ an jimiable and virtuous man.” 
The” lesser should precede, the greater. Your 

objections should advanCe in force not dimi- 

© 

nish in force as they go along. Of caurse, 
e * • . 

I need 'not tell you that they shpuld jTot cut 

jach other’s throat. But though ‘ (he principle 

is a truism, it does not occur to the mind 

«lv«^ys. Sonne things do not readily strike 

us as contradictory. Thus, probably; 'many 

writers . will not hesitate to lay .“ fine *and 

* 

maenificentr which is nonsensfi. 
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Yeste^lay | met Sir Comer Petl^eram by 
appointment He was to start for Coiyt, so 
we compressed a world of conversajtion within 

twenty minutes. There was occa^on to men- 

• • 

tion your name. When I alluded to your 

o 

original education in English and how you 
had picked it up, the Chief listened 
with rapt attention to my eloquent testimony 
to your brilliant natural parts, the literary 
genius of your family and the distinction of 
yqur fallen family. 

Affectionately yours, 
Sambhu C. Mookertee. 

To Mr, K. M. Chatterjee. 

ApriL 27, 1802. 

My dear Ghatto,— That’s good of you— 

« • 

to be thankful for aP^drop. It is English,* 

not Indian. Your Eastern barbarians pass 

* 

over whole paragraphs and nticles as if 
we were in d»\Jy bound to wqte them up, 
unless they 'can complain of some just and* 
n'^c^^ary Qualification to the stfain of ad- 
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vccacy of praise. Not so the Bi^-itisb They 
invariably acknowledge the slightest touch of 
kindness e/ij passant. 

In 1890 1 received a numbers! the Punjab 
• • • . 

K^University Magazine containing a lecture by 

• 

the Hon*ble Dr. Ratfigan on the Greek 
Tragic Poets, This lecture pleased me much 
and I reviewed it at length. Rattigan saw it 
from the publisher of the^magazine and wrote 
to thank the Editor of Reis in the most cordial 
terms, praising the poor little journal hfghlj;^ 

and besides sent the Manager a ye^r*s sub- 

© 

scription. He has been onr subscriber ever 
ginbe, and for little occasional drops like the 
La^Ia Rqpkhian one which has earned Jtr me 
your poetical epistle, he always sends* thanks' 
which sometimes lead us to wonder what on 
earth we may have been doing to merit them. 
Nor is it straifgers only that are so particulaif.' 
It. is tile ru^ of European ^Kiliteness. At 
tite instance of the V^roy, I was> introduced 
bv the Chief Secretary of Ben^I . to* fit' 
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EdwarcJ^ Bradford when he had chaperoned 
the late Prince Albert Victor through India 
and I had a pleasant intercoursi with him. 
Among other things he tolcf me that 
he had seqt^o the (Jueen the Ode to thS^ 
trince which we issued at Prinsep’s Ghat 
at H. R. H’s landing. He thought highly 
of the piece and asked me about its author- 


ship, &c. I had «np communication with 
him until, one day I received a letter 
from* him thanking me much for the 
obituary notice of his son in Reis 
and Rayyet^ which, I afterwards learnt, 


niy friend Mr. Wood-Mason had sent 
him. have been in constant correspond- 
ence ^^h §ir Auckland Colvin since he 
was Financd Minj|ter. But he does not 
take remarks about him in Reis and Ray- 
yet quite philosophically. He •argues vWth 
me if. they are not to his liking aijd 
thanks me when they, are in his .favoUr. 
Thl'.othe« day he acknowledge suitably 
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my comments on a striking speech he deli- 
vered *at Cawnpur. 

Yours most faithfully, 
Sambhu C Mookerjee, 

From Sir Aucklan^ C^vin, 

* Government House, 
Naini'Tal, May 27, 1892, 

My dear Dr. Mookcrjee,— I write to thank 
you for your telegram, and, although, as I 
see you think and as 1 feel, there is but 
little to congratulate me on, 1 appreciate^ 
the kindness of your message and admire 
its epigrammatic form. 

^ The fact is, that after •nine years as Coun- 
cillor and Lieutenant-Governor I do not feel 
particularly grateful for a decoration^* which 
ordinarily given when a man appointed 
(not when he ceases to be) a Lieutenant- 

^My lewalrd I look for in the results ot 

* * •* ® 

my wqrks — the re<»ganization of the Qudb 

and Jhaas^admioistration ; the refcxrta oC' Die 
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Police i the^ water-supply of our five great 
municipalities ; the success against ^scarcity 
in Kumaon and Gurhwal in ^ 1890, and 
again this jjjear ; the introduction of techni- 
cal education, of a measure for Village 
MunsifTs* Court and Honorary Munsiffs ; 
the great impetus given to vaccination 
in Municipalities and in the rural tracts ; 
the commencement made in village sanita* 
tion ; the great and genuine extension 
^of Female Hospitals ; the obtaining from 
India of the two important lines of rail 
from (a) Lucknow to Benares vi&* Rai 
Bareilly, and (b) frdm Bareilly viA. RampiK 

to Moradabad : the unravelling of the Ram- 

• \ * 

‘pur plt^ ; tjie action taken in re'gard to 

criminal tribes an^ reformatories Hum^. 
finally bulTetted and Wheeler condemned — 
■these things are more satisfaation to *me> 
than the stars in many firmaments. 

I •was .aglad to see Mr, Evans knighted. 
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» 

Well ! all these ar^ vani- 
ties. 'What is important to us all is health 
and sufficie^y of means. I fear you lack 
the first, though “ Reis and R^yet ” alike 

Contribute to the secdhd. I t^e both into 

© 

my retirement, and hope to avail myself of 
them in some form of literary work. I 
was born (like you) , to write ; and by 

O 

cursed spite only went. %stray into practical 
administration. 

Yours very sincerely, 

A. Colvin. 

o 

To Bobu Saradaprasad Banerjeo. 

Calcutta, December 4, 1892. 
My dear Sarada, — It is a bad day, you icnow, 
but there is no help for it. Jhy ,^ill be- 
gone 1 ' 

■ I am just out of bed to which I went at 

•nedr three in* the morning and then failed to 

gp to sleep from nervous excitement. In 
® •• • 

fine, the hour is not the best for such refer- 
ences to me. 
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** Cl^^moro^s Labour with her hundred ijands 
Knocks at the golden gate of the morning/' 

I cannot 8 n the spur of the moment 

recall where the distich — not fine, as you 

® • - .® 

write — occurs. It is familiar verse. It i% 

o 

not in Locksley Hall, whether of today or 
yesterday, having nothing in common with 
it. It ipay be in Tennyson for all that — or 
in Tapper, for anything that I remember 
just now. 

> Oonalastca is near Alaska. If that is 
explaining Hebrew by . Ethiopian, then 

e 

Oonalaska is one of the Aleutian Islands, 
the chain which all* but connects Asia anjj 

AmeVica. 

0 

I can never forget the charming way in 
which Captain Richar 4 son used to read — 

The wolfi long howl from Oonalatka’s shore. 

• • 

' In the stanza you quote from Campbell’s 
“ Rainbow,” ut^ltluged eurth ceatainly means 
the dry earth after the ddluge has been ‘drained 
oaL and &e vegetable kingdom, 'enormously 
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strengthenpd by the rich silt, <quicMy, in 
no tim^, assuming its green foliage. How, 
says the Poet, when the Almighty, in pursu* 
ance of His l;ovenant with Noah '<«nd his pro- 
geny and all the creature| who had taken 
refuge on the ark, displayed the phenomenon 
of the rainbow, how the reassured patriarchs 
and progenitors of the denizens of t|^e earth 
came out of the vessel* Ihid landed to bless 
that holy sign! At first Noah only came 
out in obedience to the call of God, when 
differs made His covenant 

I do not see that your interpretation 
fj-om mine. 

Yours affectionately^, 

Sambhu C. Mookbrjee. 

• • 

To Babu Nabokissen Ghost. 

December 16, 1892. 
•My dear friefld,--The hour is critical, when the 
country need# the zealous services of all her' 
true sons. At such h time what a pity'^t 
such genial as yours should be suppressed 
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9 

Fate ^nd ® forced to inactivity and silence ! 

I see that you have risen in i^evolto against 

circumstances and resolutely struck your 

Vina — the ‘’‘’l^arp of^ Hind — with the very 
• « 
.best result 

The song — A Lay of Ilium — is spirited and 
appropriate and altogether remarkably success- 
ful, considering the restraints on the Muse oi 
Freedom and War* imposed by our political 
condition. Whatever the serious value oi 
Waller’s plea to Charles the Second for the 
superiority of the Horatian “ Ode to Cromwell” 

9 

over the addresses to the king, there is no 
doubt that treason is a more efficient 
spirltion of the Muse than loyalty. . Likejvise, 
war IS* a better stimulus than peace. I marvel 
how successfully you Tiave overcome the con- 
ditions of your effort and given us a Lyric oi 
‘War — a call to. the battle thorotf|[hly consisteAt 
«rith“our du^ to our ^sovereign and . British 
rule One passage only— just half a stanta 
'~seems*to me open to complaint, or at least 
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I— ll..! t 

liable to ijnisunderstanding. I hope y^u will 
alter i^ I mean the first half of stanza IV. 
The tone is exaggerated and enemies may put 
a serious construction on the lines $nd the mis- 

« G _ 

chievous may make capital of them. Besides^ 
Sir Charles Elliott having allowed jury trial 
in cases matrimonial, which have hitherto 
been tried by the Judge only, it seen^s like a 
wanton attempt at exaggfbration of our griev- 
ance to suggest that the honour of our 
ladies is in danger. 

Yours affectionately, 
Sambhu C. Mookerjee. 
PS : — I have suggested some variations in the 
text for whatever they may be worth, 

You will be glad to learn, what 4* have 
heard just now, that Lord Lansdowne re- 
peatedly said to a friend of mine conversing 
dntfie jury af itation* that the articles on the' 
sulyect in Rei^ «nd Rayytt were very' good 
receding. . 


S.* C, M. 
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a * 

Pandit Ratnnath was absent from fCalcutta 
at the time of Professor Deussep’s arrival- 
He was telegraphed to come up at once, as 
the credit of the Bengal Panctits was at 

O O® 

Stake. Meanwhile, Mookerjee^s correspondent 
kept the appointment. He took with him 
Pandit Raj Kumar Nyayaratna of Hati- 
bagan, v^dio was able to improvise good 
verse in Sanskrit arfd*could speak that langu- 
age fairly well. Professor Deussen's object in 
edging to India was to inquire at first hand 
into the .Vedantic philosophy. An interesting 
conversation took place on the subject of the 
end attained by Mus*salmans who may haVe^ 

died 9 | Benares. If the Hindu scriptures ^e 
. • 0 • 
true, these mlechchas must be held to have 

• • • ^ 

attained Nirvana Mukik Pandit Rajkumari 

argued like an orthodox Hindu, maintaining 
by quotations from the scripturSs that ,it*is 
difficult' to ascertain who really di^ at Benares.: 
for ^although a man may appear to die thercH 
yb't^tbe . messengers of Siva general^ bear him 
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Aw&y to I some other place ' before his death 
and place an illusory body in the midst of his 
relatives to deceive them. Pandit Rajkumar 
was not so* good a scholar in -Vedanta as in 
general literature, law and Nyaya, and tj^e 
Professor’s special enquiries had to be reserved. 
The next day Pandit Ramnath came to 
Calcutta. The Professor found in higi what he 
desired. His wish to'* see a Sanskrit play 
could not be gratified, but through the 
courtesy of Babu Naba Coomar Raha $he 
Honorary Secretary of the Royal Bengal 

9 

Theatre, he was shown the mythological play 
of Prahlada-ckaritra. Mr. H. C. Mallik of 
\yellington Square got up a party tp*’ escort 

• O'. 

the illustrious guest to the theatre Snd keep 
him company there. The Professor was highly, 
gratified with everything he saw and recorded 
tlTe fact in Sfiuiskrit in the visitors’ book. Pan- 
dit Ramnatl^ interpreted to h^m the whole of 
the play in Sanskrit fn a masterly style, repro- 
ducing everything of any conseqifence. 
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— • ' * • ,1 

Tb Baiu Kisari Mahan Gangt{li, 

Calcutta, January 2g, 1893. 
My dear Kisari, — A German Professor is here, 
a friend of owr nephews the MalHkrf, who wish- 

O O ^ 

es to make the acquaintance of some of our 
Pandits. He will be at the Malliks* on Friday, 
the 27th January, at 2 o’clock in the afternoon, 
when yoprself and Pandit Ramnath are in- 
vited to meet him. P believe Ramnath speaks 
Sanskrit, as the Professor is curious to hear 
JlI^ sacred language from the lips of the sacred 
Aryans of the banks of the Bhagirathi, in the 
absence of the Brahmans of the Land of the 
Saraswati and the I^risadwati. At any rat^ 
you be in attendance to interpret in Eng- 
lish. Vou .should be here not later than 
I o’clock. 

The stranger is Professor Paul Deussen. . He 
illso desires to have the opportunftty of sfeein^ 
some ‘Sanskrit play performed jtt anyoft^e 
theatres on Saturday. • Could you get iip 
$bmSth|D{f like it at the Bengal thaough 
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coomar ^aha? I believe any geod ftiytbolo- 
gicai {>lay jn Bengali would strike a foreigner 
as a Sanskrit drama. It would be the next 
best substit\ite certainly. 

Will you make these arrangements and let 
me know in the evening to*day ? Why not 
come after dark ? 

Yours affectionately, 

SamSiIu C. Mookerjee. 

The case alluded to in the succeeding 

letter is one of great interest to students *>> 

human . nature ; and it , could have, occurred 
• » ' ■ 
in no country but Bengal. Pandit Ramaath 

J'arkaratna had published a poem in Sans- 
krit of i8 cantos entitled Vasudeva Vvayam. 

. © ■. 

Its grandeur was , such that* fe\# could 
believe that any moderU poet had written . 
it ; although a critic of acumen would not 
be imposed ®bpon owing to the abundant 
references wlych oc^ur to thg inventions of 
aiodern science. Sdtnfc of the Professors of |he 
Sanskrit Celiege, in order to make* aftult^ce 
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doubly sure, asked the author to write a 

^ I 

canto on the Calcutta International Exhibi- 
tion which yas then (1884) the.* subject of 
conversation in society. The author com- 
plied with the^ request.® Many of the verses^ 
in the first edition were retouched and ’ 
two entire cantos were added. Enemies were 
silenced, but the more inveterate among them 

continued to shake their heads as if in 
• • ^ 
doubt. It was, at last, hinted that the poem 

was not novel ; that at Travancore there exist- 
ed a manuscript of the same name which 
corresponded, verse by verse, with the newly 
published poem. B^bu Sib Chandra Guin 
wrote^ to the Librarian of the Maharaja of 
.Travancore and, in reply, was told 'that fhe 
“ Vasudeva • •Vijayam ” in the Travancore 
Library was altogether a different work ; that 
it was a grammatical poem of only four cai^tos^ 
and deals with the earlier life .of Krishna. 
A few verses* from the matfUscript ' we^e 
in proof of this assertion. Thoroughly 
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discomfited ifi that direction, the cot^^pirators 
adopted * a change of front. A manuscript 
was forged to show that the published poem 
corresponded with it. Pandit Ramnath, in 
order to vindicate ®his reputation, filed .a 
criminal complaint for defamation in the 
Court of the Presidency Magistrate of 
Calcutta against one of the supposed 
detractors. After one adjpurnment the defend- 
ant stated in open court that he had not 
spoken to any one in disparagement of.Pan- 

» o 

dit Ramnath or in derogation of the original^ 

* • 

ity •of his poem. The magistrate, Nawab 
Syed Ameer Hossein, «uggested to Pandit 
Ramnath that, under the circumstances, he 
mfght withdraw bis complaint withoubinjury. 
to his ^reputation* The Pandit* •replied • that 

I 

his * object in taking the proceedings was 
to/orce the ^defendant to produce the much.- 
talked of manuscript in court which he. would 
prove to be & forgeiy, He adUed that, if. the 
magistrate still thought that he might a^fpt 
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. ® 
the denial and withdraw the case,’ he was will- 

"" ^ t 

ing to act in accordance with the. suggest- 
ion. A few d|iys previously a noticJe hacf been 
served on the defendant calling upon him to 
produce a maifhscript vPhich he was alleged 
to have shown to others as the original of 
Vasudeva Vijayani, He now denied having 
spread any evil report touching the complain- 
ant, who thereupoij ^ withdrew from the 
prosecution. 

The article that appeared in Reis and Rayyet 
was applauded in every quarter as a thorough- 
ly impartial account of this extraordirfiary 
quarrel. Dr. Mookerjee, whenever he sought 
to publish anything upon a question in which^ 
his syn^athies had been roused on a * partic%* 
lar side, always took the greatest care to be 
’ impartial. 

To Baku Kisari Mohan Gc^guU. 

February t6, 1893. 
Dear Kisari, — Send me -an article giving a full 
a(^unt. of the Ramnatb vs. Haraprasad case) 
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e 

from the beginning in chronological order. 
The ton^ must be sober and impartial. 

The application must stand pver for some 
days at least. 

®Yours aflftctionately, , 
Sambhu C. Mookerjee.” 
The fbllowing letter offers a glimpse into 
the policy of Reis and Rayyet as conducted by 
Dr. Mookerjee. He never condescended to 
“ puffs.’’ In the present case his correspondent 

succeeded in convincing him that no advertise- 

• • 

raent had been intended : that, on the other 

• • 

hand, a truly deserving man, whose acts of piety 
and public charity had* been performed in 
fecrecy and who was of a remarkably un- 
ostentatious character, had been sought* to be> 

• • • 

introduced to public' notice. Dr* Mookerjee’s 
correspondent himself is equally averse from 
gratuitous advertisement The article hat^- 
only been . ” glanced over ” and the first 
impression Vas removed By a carefiil 
perusal. 
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Bqpu Kisari Mohan Gangt^li. 

A|arch 1893. 

My dear Kisiri, — I aave glanced over the first 

slip of the»^.S. enclosed in jlour note of 

* • • 

today. However tiue, the statement is of the^ 

nature of a puflF, ard all puffs, whatever the 
claims of their objects or however skilful their 
authors, degrade a newspaper and seriously 
hurt it commercially.' • 

Yours affectionately, 
S-MBHU C. MOOKERJEE. 
After ^he proceedngs ii\ the Calcutta Police 
Court which ended it an emphatic declaration 
by the defendant thathe had never uttered anj^ 
thing* ^in course of onversation in disparage- 
’ment of Psyidit Ratnnath’s great work, the 
latter’s eneifites beg^to act with greater cau;. 
tion. The following jtter refers to this change 
tactics. Pandit lamnath so«n afterwdPrds^ 
published a little pem, entitled “Vilipa 
Lahari !' or the “ Wwtis of Lament ”. which 
mSny sctnlars chose to regard «s a. finely 
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conceived j retaliation. It vas ^ threnody 
on th'e death of Naraka, an Asura, or Evil 
Influence, begotten by Krishna^ on Mother 
Earth, whoso tyranny grew to .such height 
|hat Indra induced krisina to slay him’. 
His mother lamented hfm long and deeply ; 
but was comforted by he spouse’s assurance 
that Naraka would reappear in the last age ; 
and that the poison •o,' calumny yielded 
by Old Ocean when chimed and held by 
Mahadeo in his throat would dwell on ■ 
lips of her ‘regenei;iated 5on. Towards the 
end ^occurs a splendid verse, inspired by 
that in Gray’s Elegy beginning Full* many 
a gem.” For the benefit of readers aegwaint- 

ed with Sanskrit I will rejroduce i^ 

• • 

Adhijalanidhigarbhatn rat ai djirnikimaiTi 
Sphurati ruchirakantirdhwtiitadhdrdntareshu ; 
Vikasati m^uv^taih prasunam, 

Surabhi nrrabbiyuktapreHhandiit^ vanintd.* • 

The .last paragraphi cf the letter relates to 
the article beaded “ ThdSattle of the AljpRa-* 
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bets in •Bihy ” which appeared in ,Reis and 
Rayyet of May 1893. It is^ a powerful 
attack on tht pretentions of Hindi and the 
Hindi character. It is to be regretted that 

* * t 

Government fai/ed to understand the real, 
motive of its advisers who advocated the 
claims of this alphabet It was a deliberate 
and very^skilfvl attempt to repress the Mussal- 
mans of Bihar. Tlie* writer, however, omit- 
ted one tellng argument in support of the 
JLJ^rdU alphibet proving the absurdity of 
the contention that the Hin^i was the national 
character of Bihar. That argument is found- 
ed on "tbs records of \he Registration Depart- 
• ment.*^Since its introduction, a small per- 
centage of tly documents registered under the 

law h?ve hfeen in the Hindi character. Is 

% 

further proof needed to show that Urdu and 
'>)ot Hndi is the true alphabet of <the peopfe ? 
Since ’the taboo laid on Urdu, the Mussi^j- 
man: in Bihar have be«n practically shut ou{ 
froft* ministerial appointments under Govern- 
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ment T^e last paragraph of the^ article con- 
denses^ a weighty consideration. It runs as 
follows : — 

“The Government are wsging.,a senseless 

^var against history.^ Their penchant for 

• 

linguistic, purity and loyalty to the alphabet 

of the gods are a vain effort to go behind the 

Mahomedan conquest. The rat'vonal course is 

to Await the result of popular education. Why 

force the future?” 

To Babu Kisari Mohan Gcnguli. ' 

Calcutta, Jfey 30, 1893. 

My dear Kisari, — I see that the youngster 

is still after Pandit Radinath. Of :oMrse, he 
© 

is ^incited by bigger people. I tUnW you 
ought to give a temperate but wpighly expb- 
.sure of his nonsense, pointing but tie crime 
eontmitted by those who are mining a 
’cafs paw vf this man of straw to satisfy' 
t^eir spite' ^i^ainst a gifted contemporary, 
yrho has achieved theiiighest laurels in ?oesy 
and Sanskrit learning. You most* begH *by 
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saying 4 hat ^the Police case has ^ evidently 

I 

not ended Ramnath's persecution af the 
hands of hi^ enemies, and close* with a sug- 
gestion to .,him to consider #whether he 
should not proceed in \ civil way to protect 
his reputation. If the law is not sufficient 
to grant that protection it is worth considera- 
tion whether the law should not provide for 
such cases. 

Pray let me have a list of the foreign 
Societies and learned men to whom the 
Mahabharata and Charakjt are sent T have 
advised Rammth to send more copies of 
his poem to Europe* and America. Jealousy 
at borne ought to be counteracted by 
foreigi!. faai|, as far as possible. 

Have yob* read the Kaithi leader in the 

current Reis? It traverses debatable ground. 

■A added the concluding paragraph on pur[fese. 

What -do you think of the rest of the number ? 

• • ® 

Xours affectionately 
SAMBHU C. MpOKERJEE. 
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To the Hon'ble A. Sashiah Sastri. 

m. r 

June, 12, 1893. 

My dear Sastriji, — It is long, vety long since 
we exchanged words through th^ post. 

e ^ 

• But though I do not write, I pray to God 

® • 

to spare, you the fulfest term of human 
existence as the most accomplished as well 
as ablest Indian statesman of the day — one 
whp can be pitted against any Anglo-Indian 
without fear from the result. 

Your young neighbour and caste-fello^, 
Krishnaswami ly^r is here, and, not a 
day^’pasaes but we have some talk about 

you. I have been very* much interested in 

* 

all that I have heard from him. Before* this 
I had known you only superhcially— as a‘ 
master of a pure, nervous stylb’ of English 
and ' a successful administrator. Now ^ recc^- 
nize you as •a man of uncommon for.ce ok 
character as' well as of native amiability and 

• • • A. • 

infinite humour and, great versatility and 

• •• 

fertility of Resources— just the kind 
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* W 1.1 m f . . I.II, I .I.-I ■■■■ 

binatk)^ that catches my fancy most. I 

0 • 

hear that you have the reputation of -being 
the best conversationalist in the South. , We 
badly want such men among u| in order to 
•interest Europeans fti our weal or woe. 

o <1 

They complain that natives have no capacity 

for conversation. Natives do not eat with 

Europeans, and if they cannot talk into the 
» * 

bargain, surely aD . hope of mental inter- 
course is at an end. 

Believe me, my dear Dewanji, 
Yours most sincerely, 
€ambhu C. Mookerjee. 
To Mr, W, Graham. 

* o 

Jufte 13, 1893. 

Dear Mr. "Graham, — You have really been. 

♦ • . *• 
most .kind, and I must cry " peccavi ” f6r not 

- having expressed thanks. I sa^ “ expressed.” 

for God knows I bless you from the bottom 
• •• ® • • 
of* my soul. Your, first letter, at once 

. and beautiful in sentim^t and ex-> 
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pression, was *a godsend of happinesso to me 

and my entire little camp while we were in 

• • 

the thick of our battle in defence of our right 
of trial by jury. I not unfrequently rjeceive most 
encouraging communitfations from Europe—* 

♦ o 

from literary men, savants, members of Parlia- 
ment, and other men of eminence — but sym- 
pathy from Englishmen (n India is so rare 

c 

that your exceptional kindness was peculiarly 
welcome. Allow me, therefore, to thank you 
all the more for the first token of your good 
will in your note of the /th instant I would 
nevef have known this notice in the Manchester 
Guardian, had you not taken* the trouble to 

send the cutting. It is support to human 

* • • 
nature to learn that one’s labours pbt go 

entirely unnoticed. I perceive that Reis and 

.0 

Rayyet has begun to attract attention in 
l^ngland. La^ply, one or two Liverpool papers* 
spoke handsomely of it and reproduced an 
entire article of some length from its columns. 

I tkave myself been writing lately of the eus.-. 
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opmentiof the provincial British Press, but I 
relied upon my previous knowledge *and upon 
certain general indications. I havie no oppor- 
tunity of seeing the extra-metropojitan journals 
of the day. fhe very libraries in this country* 
do not take these in. The great morning papers 
here doubtless receive some, and perhaps such 
exclusive institutions as the Bengal Club and 
your Bar Library. 

Yours most truly, 
Sambhu C. Mookerjee. 

To.Babu Jyotish Ckunder Banerjee. 

June 23, *1893. 

My dear Jyotish Chunder, — 

You ask me, Whether it is good English to 
• * « 
say, " vho is this paper signed by ?” oV “ Who 

is this card ‘from ?” It is English, no doubt, but 

whethef it is good English is the question. I 

am afraid it will long be a quq^tion. Tlleso 

forms • of expression are, on the face of 
• • • • 
them, ungrammatical. , How can that be good 

.wllioR Is gframmaticaily incorrect ? a matter 
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of fact, however, these forms ap in use, in 

I 

comftion parlance, not only among the vulgai 

O f 

but also among educated Englishmen. This 
is another instance of the conflict between 
‘English grammar and English usage. And it 
implies a serious reproacli to both the gram- 
marians and the nation. A language is a 
law to itself. Grammar- follows language 
an^ not language grammar. They are bad 
legislators who frame codes so opposed to 
the manners and instincts of the people that 
their provisions myst be disobeyed at every 
step! It. is due to the incapacity of the gram- 
marians that the Enl^lish habitually sin 
• 

against ^ammar in this particular. People 

having for ages been wont to s|y, ‘‘.tVho is 

this paper signed by?” and “ Wh’d is this card 

fronti?” it would now sound awkwardly, to say 

f afliom ” in these queries, and the grammatical 

speaker woiild be regarded as a prig' or a 
• . • •• • 
pedant. But there is, no help for it now, 

1 fear. It It too late to change the«gra(mmrA 
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• ■ 0 

The ufcmos^ that may be hoped ,for is to 
condone those expressions as coUoqujalisms. 
In genuine "written composition they will 
always, as. now, be inadmissiljle. Not all 
Englishmen of education speak with accuracy! 
and most of your English in India are not 
English. So much for the Monghyr pleader’s 
“ English gentleman of the station.” 

o 

o .Yours affectionately, . 
Sambhu C. Mookerjpe. 

^ P\S, — Are you at Monghyr on service or for 
a change ? Are you staying with Babu Ramlal 
Mookerjee, Zemindar of Boinchee ? If so* will 
you enquire of him about the early life of the 
lateaRaja Degambar Mitter ? Babu Ramlal’s 
revere^ father, the all worthy THakurdas, 
knew Mitte'r* well at Berhampur and Cossinj- 
Bazar. , 

■ . Is there any stir about the ^ming Bakrid 

at Monghyr — any quarrel between Shias and 

• •• • * ’ *• 
Sunnis over a/afu profession and the iabarra 

anathema pronounced by the ^ias against 
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the Sunnis and the Chiefs of |heiro Faith ? 

♦ 

Any ’enthusiasm among the Hindus in favour 
of the Cow ■ Protection movemerft ? 

S. C. M. 

From Sir GriJ^th H. P. Evans. 

July 1, 1893. 

Dear Dr. Sambhu Chunder, — Very many 
thanks for the two reports. They are both 
intgresting and very dif&aent from the muti- 
lated reports in the newspapers. The full ac- 
count of the debate on the Home Charges is^ 
specially valaable. ,It opens a prospect of our 
being able to bring such moral pressure to 

bear through the new Councils and the> news- 
c 

papers on the House of Commons as wiU se- 
© ■ * ’ ® 
cure us kome approach to . justice as ^gards' 

the proportion of the English Hbme charges 

to be borne by India. It also shojvs us 

where to gei the information to enable us to-. 

discuss the subject. Lord Northbrook’s speech 

and the paper he mentions and particularly 

the desoatch. he calls for will place as «ins W 
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very different position. I could not get the 

papers as the Government of India is nbt al- 

« « ^ 

lowed to pifblish these matters; and though 
I knew and^ stated in my spee^ that these 
remonstrances had been neglected and thaf 
the India Office was not able to control the 
charges, yet it was not possible for me to get 
the papers for the last debate. I thought, 

o 

however, that I could, set the ball rolling und 

claim the right to discuss these matters, though 

neither we nor the Government of India JfSve 

any direct power to settle them. I thought 

it better to make a start, even with*the°very 

imperfect informatics at my disposal, in. the 

o 

hope of stimulating attention to this matter 

• * 9 

in £n|jand ^as well as here. The more so as 
it might bft* my i«8t chance of speaking in 
Council, and I know more of what had passed 
•between the . Government of 4 >dia and<> the 
Home authorities in former years than any other 
non>officiaI member. also know that there' 
. iMd formerly been a doubt as to how far a 
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member of the Indian Legislative Council was 
in order in discussing matters over^ which that 

o • 

, Council and the Government of india had no 
control, and wished to take advaptageof the 
general power to dis<fuss^ the budget given* 
by the nevir Act to assert and exercise that 
right, which as a practical matter will be a 
most valuable one in its indirect effects Lord 
Cross’s speech shews th&fe he appreciates the 
power thus given to us. It is the want of pub- 
licity which has enabled the War Office and- the 

9 

Treasury to have their own way. Had the des- 
patches -df the Government of India been pub- 
lished and discussed, these matters would have 
been forced upon the attention of the House 
of Commons long ago. But the Government ' 
►of India is bound to secrecy as to* Its disputes 
with the Home authorities, and it is only^ when 
the papers ar^ called for by Parliament that • 
they become * public property. Even then* the 
►Indian Government is ^bound to* bow to orders 
from England, and it is the non-offioials onl^ ; 
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who cam protest, and it is a laborious task 

ft 

for any one to . wade through the literature 

on the subject of Home Charges, the main 

points of which have been so v^ell summed 
* * # 
u'p by Lord Northbrook. 

Many thanks again for thinking of me and 

sending me the reports. I always read your 

paper w]th pleasure, not not only for your 

clear and incisive style and your humopr, 

but for vigour of your mental grasp and 

^se^nse’ of proportion which keeps you from 

dropping^ the substance ii\ pursuit of shadows 

as so many of your countrymen db. Vou 

did really valuable •work on the Jury ques- 

% 

tion, •which has been far too little acknow- 
'ledged, ^and am glad to find it was recog- 
nized in the debate. 

Yours truly, ’ 

G. H. P. Eva^s< 

The enterprise of Reis and Rayytl on the mys- 
• . • • • 

terious disappearance of the Sir John Lawrence 
wiUh^od rtlative pilgrims in the Bay,, of Bengal, 
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had won for that journal the admijatioa of* the 
Englishman, the most enterprising of news- 
papers in this Presidency. It Said that the 
efforts of Rei^ and Rayyet were not janworthy ol 
^ London journal in ‘^tracing tlie names and 
families of the persona who lost their lives in 
the ill-fated steamer. The then Law Mem- 
ber of the Viceroy’s Council complimented 

* o 

Mqokerjee and remarked. tbat Reis was the only 

native paper that stoutly fought for a thorough 

enquiry into the disaster and for preventive 

measures against future accidents of the kind. 

Dt. Mookerjee’s kindness to friends was 

extraordinary. In fact, it was enough for him 

to know that any one for whom he had a 
• • * 
regard :stood in need of mone^ tq*ensure 

a prompt and sincere after of hhlp. Though 
the Srst paragraph of the following letter re- 
lates to a pip’d/ private and personal matter,', 
it is not desirable to suppress it in view of 

the evidence it to establish Drl Meok- 

• * * , 
n-jee’s benevolence of disposition. 
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The remaining portion of the letter, furnishes 
the best explanation of his altitude towards 
that which •was called “ The' Cow-killing 
Agitation.” , ^ 

• Babu Abala Kanta Sen was the author o^ 
certain keys of vernacular school books which 
the Bengal Government had been obliged to 
ban, owing to their containing matter which 
had been pronounced, scurrilous. The najne 
“ Abala ” means “ weak ! ” or " without 
strength.” He had defied the entire Edu- 
cation Department in aq article teeming 
with personal invective. Hence the epithet 
“ redoubtable.” 

The “ dunning letter ” from Dr. Mookerjee’s 

if * ■ ^ 

correspft{ident related to a matter ‘ which 
possesses soifib public interest Mr. Upendr^. 
Nath J^as, the ^dest son of Babu Srinath 
Das, an able Vakil of the Calcutta H%h» 
Court,- after a visit to England, attempt^ 
to -establish a new tjj^eatre to be . called 
He applied to Dr. Mpokerjee to 
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tetid his fiatne to the project, forthwith it 
took a definite shape. Many persons of note 
in Hindu society were induced, in' tonsequence 
of Dr. Mookefjee's connection witb,it, to come 
inward with donations.* An advertiseinent of" 
nearly a column of matter appeared in Reis 
and Rayyet every week. After nearly a year 
had passed, an article appeared in a now ex- 
tinct weekly paper charging Mr. U. N. Das 
with wasting the money collected and doing 
nothing to inaugurate his theatre. Dr. Moo- 
kerjee’s correSpondept broi^^t the matter to 
his notice and asked for a letter of introduc- 
tion- to Mr. Das in order tb malce the necessary 
en<^iries at the fountain-head. The adver- 
tisement m Reis and Rayyet was dj^onti^ed 
and with it the project passed into* oblivion. 

To Baht Kisari Mohan Ganguii^ 

My* dear Kisari, — i am concerned to hear of 

your anxiety- There is nothing so distracting 

• *. *• • 

as anxiety for pencty h t know to my cost,‘for 
1 have cav«fuU share of it. 1 wmb'l*badi 
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receivec^this^ kind of news from ygu earlier 
in the year when I had some^ money, for 
then I could* have spared what you want. 
Just now I. ^am in a bad pligh|. 

O a, 

I am not surprised to see you so exercised. 

September 29, 1893. 

I was interrupted in the midst of answering 

your letter on Tuesday. I could not resume 

the same day, being . reminded that it ^as 

mail day and that I must in decency write to 

the -good nobleman who sends me, almost 

weekly, political news from England and 

whose last three or four letters demanded 

acknowledgment. The performance of this 

duty, was too much for me in my poor 

•health.®. In the evening I had fefrer. In 

that state, thte next day, I was frightened by, 

the apparition of IKe redoubtle Abala 3 en 

.^what a misnoRier I On the thi^d day csftne 

your • f' dunning ” letter. 1 am' afraid the 
• • • • 
gods have conspired to .drive me mad. For 

( T»r» almost certain you have ta^en offenco 
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at my ignoring all your several epistles-. 

* 

And *today- is Friday and not a line for 
Reis and Rayyet ready ! I a«n ill and 
weak to the^ last degree. I must therefore 
Be brief. 

4 

I enclose the letter ygu require. I hope 
it will do. Your tact and Brahman tongue 
^will supply all deficiencies. 

\yith respect to the ppytical topic of your 
first letter, I was going to say that I 

was not surprised to see you so affected. 

• * 

You are, dear Kisari, more of a lawyer 

• • 

than* a politician, more of ' a politician 
than a statesman, just a»in literature ypu are 
more of a critic than an artist Reis, and 
Rayyet ns understood to be conducted by * 
men who live beyond the precincts of courts 
and ' jury rooms, men who understand the 
4he*ry and ^t of governing. 1 thought by. 
this you would take care to be mistaken, if 
necessary, for one of luch men. 

You seeij^ to have a 'superstitious diftiflxl 
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- - • — — " 

. ’ t 

the »wor^ special Jut be at ycijr ease, no 
special laws have ieen rusjied through 
the Icgislattlre for th destruction of the 
cow*protectipnists. The law wjis already in 
existence under which feo^rnment are acting^ 
and they will, you may 1> sure, do nothing 
which has not been repeatedly done before. 
And what was the ha-m n principle or in^ 
practice if they did sonething special in 
the way of legislation aid administration ? 

Saliis republicoe suprema^ex. That is exactly 

0 

what you lawyers and pjlticians are apt to 
forget. I respect law ; md justice I reverence 
above* everything, But ve should beware of 
making fetishes of these nd paying them 

• blind adorajion. Giea^ as U>». is, m'y friend, 
and greater 'as jastiw; existent is above thegi ■ 
all. XPU are profouidly ignotnt of where 

• you are. You are sleeping in '*e crater <Jf a 
volcano. Covernment have abady wasted 
much valuable time. They listThd yoiir 
;S«ngal politicians who would a^ |he Devil 
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of Discord by holding brotherly^ meedings of 
Hindus and Mosleirs, and so forth. They 
would not take our stronger t:bunsel ; they 
were afraid of you asdyour friends— the parlia- 
mentary badgers. Bjf their policy of peaces 
at-any-price onlj encouraged the spirit of 
lawlessness, and riot upon riot at last opened 
their eyes and they decided to act with 
firmness. The effect pannot now be the 
same as before, ipecidly if they adopt half 
measures as if tey htt 

Willing to* woud ^nc^et afraid to strike.^ 

These are diflcuit matters, and I am not 
surprised that, n defiulf of special knowledge 
of the situation you should be at sea. What 
surprised roe s your talk on the cow>qi!e8tion| 
your protestfion of toeration, * ’&c., &C., all 
ending in di' remark tint the riots haye been 
%aiteed by te action if the officials unduly- 
favouring Mahomedans. But it is tiseless 
to argue vitl one at this hour says, 

"a little rofrdtsm is heeded." It is a Veii^ 



FROM^SIR }. C. ARDAGH. 439 

. « ; i 

to kno^ thjt you are no official But then you 
would have talked differently— perhaps gone 
to the othef pole. You are still young, Kisari, 
and it niay befit you to be bellicose, I 
am past the years of recklessness and afti^ 
for peace. War, even in my time, is not so 
horrible to contemplate from a safe distance 
at home. But I have no wit to see th^ 
fun of war within . my own country , and 
between our own people, and I pray to God 
^to avert such a calamity from us. 

I wpuld not part wit\} you in war. If my 
views seem to you absurd or expresse 3 with 
rudeness, surely, yflu may disregard, without 
serious notice, the observations of a weak old 

man* ill at ^ase, and still, 

* 

Believe me, affectionately yo|(rs, 

Sambhu C. Mookbrjee. 

From Colonel Sir /. Cm 

Viceregal Lodge, 

• • 

Simla, November 3,> iZg }. , 

# . • * 

Dtzat Or. Mookerjee,-^Extre«|e pressure of 
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business i^as prevented me from, anfwering 

your ’letter of the 8th October. 

I leave here on the 7th instant with His 

Excellency for a tour in Burma and we shall 
^ c 

^rive in Calcutta on the 13th December. 

I shall remain as Private Secretary with 
Lord Elgin until the end of March. I do 
jnot yet know who is to be my succ^sor. I 
regrpt that your health 'debarred you for 
such a time from personal intercourse with 
your friends, and I hope I shall see niorg 
of you during the .ensuing winter. 

I am glad to see that you recognise hnw com* 
pletely all the measures Vhich have recently 

been supported by His Excellency* are dir^ted 

• • 

towards the real good of the country. 

’ .Many of us, yourself among 'the number, 
occasionally incur obloquy and uni«ason* 
able* unpopularity in consequence of our sup-’ 
port of a gck>d cause. You mention itf your 
letter t^ interest excited by the oadasttal 
survey in Bil)ar, 
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The matt;er is one 
which seems to have excited mufh animosity 
and the evidence adduced by the'supporters of 
it seems hardly to have been given its proper 
Weight, while the opponents of it indulge 
largely in personal abuse. 

Many thanks for your suggestion contained 
in your^ letter. Trusting to see you thorough- 
ly restored to health on my return, 

Believe me, yours sincerely, 
J. C Ardagh. 

The ‘‘Sadhus** referred Jto in the following 
letter came from Puri (Jagannath) to*" Dr. 
Mookerjee*s correspdhdent. There is at Puri 
a laifge plot of common land in the vicinity 
of the^ <^temo|e and over it stood an umbrella- 
like shade,* called Bara-chhata. From tin^e 
imcneraorial this plot of land had been 
occupied by a number of Sactiius, reiigfous 
mendicants, whose occupation consisted in 

e . • • 

stnjging hymns' to Lord Jagannath. They 
sup^rted by doles from pilgtims visiting 
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the sacred city. The Puri Muni^pality, under 
injudicious raunsels, resolved to appropriate 
this plot of ground and eject the holy men. 
But the citizens supported the Sadhus, and a 
■civil suit was instituted against the Munici- 
pality. The Subordinate’ Judge found for the 
plainti/fs. The Municipality appealed to the 
District Judge, who reversed the deci- 
sion. The Sadhus then* preferred a special 
appeal to the Calcutta High Court Under 
the Indian law governing second ap|>eajs^ 
the High Court cannot reverse hi^dings of 
fact* arrived at by a lower appellate authori- 
ty. . Dr. Mookerjee alwa}^ viewed this •power- 
^ssness of the High Court as ^Mghly 
illogicah The District Judge ^jifierad frorti' 
{he Sub-Judge in bis findings of* fact, and one 
wtottld naturally think that, under such .cir^utn- 
•staftices, it wwild be incumbent upon the secoml 
court of apical to take both finding? into 

consideration. As there was no question of 
• . • •. 
law at stalce, the High Court distAisied ^thc 
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appealp although the Judges gave^ utterance 

to an obiter dictum to the effect that* the Muni- 

cipality should not have moved in the matter 

at all. Tl)e poor Sadhus, deprived of their 
* 0 ^ 

ancient rights, sent delegates to Calcutta t® 
move the Government Mookerjee*s correspond- 
ent sent them to him with a letter and an 
article for Reis and Rayyet which appeared^ 
in due course. 

1 he article on Dr. Rost^s retirement appear- 
ed in Reis and Rayyet It was much admired 
both in England and ^on the continent 
Many Oriental scholars shared the sentiftients 
expressed and approved of everything it 
contained on the enforced retirement of Ae 
great** ^Orientalist. 

Dr. Rost ‘was paafuse in his thanks to Dr.< 
Mookfrjee. For no . paper in England had 
noticed the injustice done him and the editor 
of a -famous London daily would not take 
up the matter, becaus^ as he said, “ It is al- 
mys a Losing game to fight the poverpment.”' 


444 


LE€'T£R^. 


There was such silence over the action of 

• « 

the India' Office, that very few people were 

• ^ 

aware of it: and one of the «ever-watchful 

friends of India in England did no{ know that 

Or. Rost had ceased to be Librarian till he 
0 •» • 

read the fact fn Heis and Rayyet It was 
months afterwards that the writer on Indian 
^Affairs in the Times and "one or two other 
English editors alluded . tp the subject when 
speaking of the retirement under the Trea- 
sury rules of other Orientalists. 

To Bdbu Kisfiri Mohan G'angu(i, 

Dcc^mbpr 9, 1893. 

Dear Kisari, — Between ted health and too 

much to do with little profit to myself, . I ^oould 

not%eply to your previous communications or 

attend to your several requests, wHfle I hoped 

to have an early opportunity of explaining 

matters in (^rson. But you do not come * 

within reach. * And now there is another* des- 
• ® • . • 
patch from your good |elf, for whom I would 

shed my list’s Mood if nccessaiy. 
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No Sladkus have brought your present 
epistle ’^ut a single murti, and not much 
af a prsonality he, morally or physi- 
cally, tinyis the turban and the sandal 

• (S # 

and veriillioh paint on the brow ! Young> 

o « 

in years and simple as a child, he knows 
nothing about his errand beyond that it 
is about a> umbrella which has been the 
subject f Itigatiorw . His fellow murtiy who 
is probibly superior to him as a human 

being an< perhaps somewhat of a man of the 

^ o 

worldy h ton esty being at his dsan at Tapan- 
nath Gha- 

Nev^r mini. Whatever these poor asses 
of fcith > maj be, my Kisari Mohan is 
all rif^t So this case will appear* in Ihis 
issue, if po^sitle. 

The oier subects^you must take «p ybur- 
self. I Jn very sorry for Dr. R<jpt and wauld 

do anysing for ihim, but then- I am over- 

• , • . * 

whelm^ with wtiting ^engagements as much 

^y'sudfl be, without the power to do any* 
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thing beyond polishing up literarj^ mciter in 
the passage through the press. 

, Just now 1 cannot lay my hands on ;he do- 
cuments you ask which have got.ensedded 
hito the mass of papers t>n this t^le. besides, 
it would not be safe to send them by such a 
messenger as your devotee. 

* * t 

Yoyoi affectbnaMy, 
SaMBHU C. MiX)K»JEE. 

The succeeding letter has a meancholy 

© 

interest, as having been among tte las^penned 

by *the Doctor before his dea6. - The 

“ Bengal is the famous Theatre of tbt^ame 

in Beadon Street, Calcutta. The aificlco on 
• ® 
the Cadastral Survey of Bihar dul^ ^^{iared 

•in, Reis dnd Rayyet and wai rtgafed by 

many authorities at home and in this ^juntry 

as % compile refutation of the views* 

expressed by Sir A. P. MacDonnellin a 
• • • • • 

*mihute issued during his term of oflie -as 

• * ^ ^ 

^officiating L^eutenant-Govnriibr of 
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"Bo Babu Kisari Mohan Gangiili. 

JiHiuary y,‘l894- 

My dear ISisari, — Let me have the books 
played at the “ Bengal.” 

• 'j ' 

• Never send any notice without the book. 

Can you not send tomorrow an article, a short 
one will do, on the Cadastral Survey ? Now 
that you are well in the midst of the 
subject, the operatiota . of jotting down a few 
points must be easy to you. 

Yours affectionately, 
Sambhu, C. Mookerjee. 
The last letter Dr. Mookerjee received°and 
which he did not live to acknowledge, was from 

the Marquis of Lansdowne who had just laid 

(& ■ • 

down Viceroy and was returning 

home. 

Erom the Marquis of Lansdowne, . 

Hoogly River, 
Jiuiuary 27, 18^4. 

Deir Dr. Mookerjee, — Vour kind letter reached 
me jtist <s I was leaving and I was obliged 
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" ■ » ' 

to write my answer on board the ateamer. 

I retain a- very agreeable recoMectipn of my 
intercourse with you during the pasit five years. 

You will receive a Copy of my photograph 
from Colonel Ardagh. With best wishes, 
Believe me, dear Dr. Mookerjee, 
Yours faithfully, 

. • Lansdowne. 


LETTERS OF CONDOLENCE. 

On the 7th February, 1894, Dr. Mookerjee 
sank, into the “ sleep that knows no waking.’* 
His death evoked thp bitterest sorrow 
amongst his friends : while thousands to whom 
he was little tnofe than a name felt in- 
stinctively that a great spirit had passed 
away%who. under happier auspices, might 
have left k* profound mark on the destinies* 
of^ h^ country. Let us hope that those 
•whose intrigues and malice had done Audh 
to -shorten a valuable life were inspired 
by a becoming remorse for the evil they had 

wrought^ I have decided to print a few of 
29 
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the letters of' condolence with wh^h his 

• ® 

family an^. literary associates were honoured. 

From 7/. E, the Earl of Elgin. 

GovernFuen^ House, 
^CalcqUa, February 8, 1894.' 

Dear Sir, — The Viceroy has heard this morn- 
ing with much regret of the death of Dr Sam- 
Jbhu Chunder Mookerjee, whose reputation as 
an ^ble and independent \y«ter was well kijown 
to His Excellency, who was looking forward 

to cultivating his acquaintance. Lord Elgin 

■ 0 

desires me to communicate an expression of 

his sympathy to Dr. MookerjeeY family and 

friends. 

& 

I would adcf my own condolences authe 
death of tny esteemed friend whom I greatly 
’respected,' and whose loss 1 rd^rd as a 
public one, 

I remain, yours very truly, 

J. C. Ardagh.- 

To -Bat^o Jogesh Chunker Dutt, 

J^is and Rayyet. ' 
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' * 

I 

From Mr, William Graham. 

Bar Lfbrary^ 

% 0 

February 8, ,1894. 

Dear Babu Jogesh Chunder Dutt, — I am very 

distressed to hlar of the*death of 6abu Sambhu* 
0 « 
Chunder this morning. I should have liked 

to have beer? able to be present ait his 

cremation last night (if permissible) but surely 

that is tlie only way^in which one could show 

one’s respect to his memory as a ** miechha.” 

To Babu Jogesh Ch. Dutt 

• if- 

From Nawab Syed Ameer Hossein, C,I.E. 

Calcutta, February 8, *1894. 

My daar Jogesh Babu, — It was with feelings 
of extreme regret and sorrow *that I read in 

• this Aprning’s papers the sad nev\fs of the 
lamented death of my old and respected frienji 
Dr.^MQokerjee. In him we have lost a ripe 

•scholar and one of the best writes of the day^ 
I hope you will c6nvey my condolences ta 
the members of his family. 

Babuj^ogesh Chunder Dutt 
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From Bobu Narendra K. Ghos^. 

February 8, 1894. 

My dear Sir,-^We are greatly shacked to hear 
of the sad news. What a loss to us all and to 

•the country \ My father (Ba^u Nabokissen 
• « 
Ghose) is quite upset and i% not fit to acknow- 
ledge your letter. When he is more composed, 
^ he will write to you. With deep sorrow. 

To Babu Jogesh Chunder Putt. 

From Mr, 0. C Dutt. 

February 8, 

My dear Kisari Babu, — I have just now been 
• ® 

shodced to see the announcement of .friend 
Sambhu’s death in the » I. D. 'News. « What 
a loss! What & terrible loss at this crisis j 
To* Babs Kisari Mohan Ganguli. 

From Moulvi Syed MaJtomed Kfidh Bahadur. 
(Telegram.) 

Bankipore, February 8, 1894.. 

Deeply grieved at terrible disaster.. .Offer 
sincere condotences. 

To Babu Jojgesh Chunder Dutt 
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The jSlouIvi followed up the telegram by a 
etter in which the following passag^e oc©urs : — 
His death is a great national loss which is 
limply irrep*afaii)le. Oar community is indeed 
^ery unfortunate. It has lost two of its best 
riends and well-wishers. I have not known 
iny living Hindu who took such great and 
iincere interest in the cause of Mahome- 
Ians and who was *s6 heartily venerated ^y 
hat community. Dr. Mookerjee’s name was 
i Jiousehold word in every educated . Mahome- 
ian home. My whole family here are in 
nourning, and their grief could not be 
jreater had they lost a dear and much re^ 
>ecte^ relation. 

o 

I wish he. could have been spared for a 

• • 

ew years more for the^ood of this country*. 
Ifou. know full well that among Maho- 
tiedans I am his chief mouftier as you 
nust ■ "he in jjour own^ Hindv comjnuni- 
:y^ You had the good fortune to be asso- 
!:i'aVd .with him for nearly 25 • years and 
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you were trained by him to take his place. 

• • 

He m«de Reis and R<^et a power in the 
land and it has devolved on you to continue 
the paper. ^ sincerely hope will pre- 

serve its integrity and thus immortalise tha 
name of the great philosopher. Your 
task is most difficult, but God will help 
you in this great and noble 4 Vork. I 
cannot express in Wo^ds how sincerely 
and deeply 1 sympathise with you in this 
great calamity the brunt' of which has fallfn* 
upon you; but you must abide by •the will 
3f the Almighty Providence and try to keep 
5^e memory of the great doctor green. 

JCindly convey my most hearty and ciTicere 
:ondolences to his .family. May hfis great 
loul remain in perpetual peace in heaven I 

From ' the Honorary Secretary^ Savitri Library. 

Calcutta, February 9, 1894. 
Sear . Sir, — 1* beg ny^st respec|fully to inform 
)iou that the Savitri 'Library was closed jin 
Thursday aitad Friday, the 8th and plh 
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in merfiory4)f Dr. Sambhu Chunder .Mookerjee 

« 

who presided at its third anni\%|ersar>^ “meet- 
ing ; who was at heart a great well-wisher of 
the LibrafTv * and who in the columns of 
'Reis and Rayyet noticed its progress an^ 
always encouraged its subscribers with sound 
advice as to how they should niaintain their 
altogetljer novel and benevolent instititutioni 
The members of rtie Library deeply mpurn 
the loss of Dn Mookerjee whose death they 
f^jglas a personal one. 

To Ba^u Jogesh Chundef Dutt; 

Reis and Rayyet. 

FrStn Moulvi K. M. Abdus Subhdn,^ 
Chinsura, February 9, 1894* 

(Telcgrrfhi.) 

Shocked to hear Dr, Sumbhu’s sad irrispsfr- 
abte d%ath. 

To Babu Jogesh Chunder Dutt. 

From Rai Buhadur Skib Chuftder Banafj% 
B^agalpur, February 9, 18^4. 

mV" dear Jogesh Baba, — It has* pained ote 
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much to . hear of the death of nfy late 
lamentqfl friend Dr. Sambhu Chunder Moo- 
r. kerjee. It is a serious loss to \he country. 

We shall miss his writings ^in • Reis and 
f ^ayyet very much. Kindly convey to his 
children my deepest sympathy with them at 
their loss. 

^o Babu Jogesh Chunder Dutt. 

From the Nawab Bahadbor of Murshidabad, 
Murshidabad) February lo, 1894. 

(Telegram.) 

His Highness is very sorry to hear® of the 
death of Dr. Sambhu Chunder Moqkerjee and 
s^ds his sincerest condolence to the bereaved 
family. 

Fro*n Babu Kali Prosanna (Skosh. 

% • 

Daccn, February ii, 1894. 

(Telegram.) 

Deeply grieved at the news of sudden death 
of eDr. . Mookerjee. Ip . him Bengal has k>st 
one of' her brightelt gpms. Kindly offtr 
’my hearty* copdolences to the Weaned' 
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family lind to his friends. 

To Babu Jogesh Chunder Dutt. 

Front Babu Sarat Chunder Roy. 

* * Baloorghat, Dinajpty, Feb. ii, 1894. 
My dear Sir, — I am exceedingly grieved to 
learn that Dr. Sambhu Chunder Mookerjee 
is no more ! One of the greatest of India’s 
sons has passed away from our midst, ancf 
his death is an irreparable loss to the cotmtry 
which has been cast into gloom. He was more 
^jiian a father to me, and in him we have lost 
our guide, philosopher and friend. 

. Pray, communicate my heart-felt condolence 
to th*e bereaved family of. the deceased.' 
his soul rest in peace ! 

To Babu Jogesh Chunder Dutt. 

• • 

From Mr. A. Kri^nosawmy Iyer.,. 

Bombay, February la*, 1894. 

• • • 

My dear Sir, — It is a matter oT indescribable 
sorrow to me that bur Elpctor sheuld have been 
^t off so soon. I feef I have lost a 'father 
Babu Tosresh Chunder Dutt 
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From Baboo Siddheshur Matter? 

February 12, 1894. 

o 

My dear Sir, — I have just read in the 

Hitabadi” w^th sorrow I car^of descrilne, 

that Dr. Mookerjee is no more. To say that 

I am overwhelmed with grief would be to give 

but a meagre account of my feelings at 

fhe present moment. I can^ hardly ^believe 

it — it has come upon* *me so suddenly. 

When I saw him last in August he was 

suffering from a bad cold, and was certain# 

ly much reduced, •but I was not • aware 

of his growing illness, and this sudden 

• . • 

anfiouncement ^ comes upon me with re- 
doul^ed. violence. 

Elegies and In Metnoriams will not enhance 

• • • . 

hii? \Vprth. Apart from the literary side of his 
character, his noble heart alone always *beftt- 
ing with superhuman love and kind- 
ness, would rank him. among the princes of 
men. And bow can F evqr forget the lova 
and aifoctioit that he always bore ■ m* I 
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His diath ie a loss to the country, ajoss to the 

^ • 

cause of the advancement of English literature, 
a loss to the cause of Truth and Independence^ 
It is a 16s*s to the nobler instincts of huma- 
nity. I am grieved as I seldom have beeg. < 
I trust you will not let the grass grow under 
your feet before starting some suitable memori- 
al. Yoii must strike while the iron is hot. Ben» 
gali energy, Bengali patience, Bengali grati- 
tude, and Bengali grief don't last long. 

Jo Baboo Jogesh Ch. Dutt 

From Sir John Lambert 

February 13, 1894. 

Deaf Sir, — Will you kindly convey to the^fa- 

mil34of the late Dr. Sambhu Chunder Mooker- 
• . • 
jee mj^ deep sympathy, at the loss they have 

• • * • 

sustained ? 

«W« shall miss the Doctor’s familiar .figure 

S % 

and the writings of his facile pdh still more. 

But I hop^ that the ^aper vigil still floufish, 
pnd perpetuate his memory. With compliments, 
^o* BaBbo Jogesh Ch. Dutt, 
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From Babu Dinahandhu Sanf/al. 

Barakar, February 13, 1894. 

' * • 

Oear Jogesh Babu, — I feel quite upset by the 
cruelest blow ^lat could have Ijperf inflicted 
me. The death of my friend Dr. Sambhu 
Chunder has quite unmanned me, and I feel 
no relish for my life which seems flat and 
^ale in his absence. 

f «m suffering from ilT health and this 
bereavement has aggravated my complaint. 
Hence the delay in conveying my condolence* 
to you and the family^ 

I know our friend has left many things worth. 

pul^Iishing. You are the proper person to*edit 

them^with due discretion. 

You will be surprise.d to learn Ahat f had 
• • • • . 
.tnc*same disturbed, sleep and the same dream 

(on the night on which Dr. S. died) as <Rasn 

Sitarma . in hi^‘ In Memortam ” describes to 

hav« been his 1^ to experience ^n that fatal 

night Strange indeed i • 

To Babu Jogesh Chunder Dutt. 
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^ Frof!^ H, H, the MaJtaraja of Vizianagram. 
Telegram.) Madras, Ffthruary 17, 1895. 

« 3 


Extremely regret the loss irreparable 
L^enerations. 

a « 

To Babu Jog^sh Ch. Butt. 

From Babu E, C. Roy, 

Bluirtpur, February 17, 1894. 
My dear Jogesh Babu, — I learnt with pro^ 

9 

found sorrow the •news of the death o£ our 

friend Dr. Sambhu Chqnder Mookerjee. 

Please convey ray sincere condolences to 
o’ ' 

his bereaved family. If there be a movement 
to erect a ntemorial, kindly let me know. I 
will ^contribute my •mite. 

4n him I have lost a good*and kind friend, 

o 

alwa^j ready to help me in my nded. 

Trust in ♦God and keep up a stout heart Jn 
your great sorrow. 

.To Babu Jogesh Chunder Dutt. 

From Babu Prosaddoss Dutt. 

“ Santibati, "JJhoblat, Februarjr 17, ‘1.894 
dear Jogesh *Babu,— I canqpt adequately 
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« ■ » , 

express tlje • heart-felt sorrow I f«t on 
' # 

learning^ the untimely death of dear Sambhu 
iChunder. YoU can well understand what it is 
to be the last survivor of one’s best friends 
•v^o have alas ! been carried away prema- 
turely and who. were more useful to the 
world than himselb Kristodas’ death was 
• rude shock to me. In Sambhu Chunder 
I had still one valued f(i«nd left. He, too, 
is taken away from us I This death again 
reminds me of the other. In this loneKy 
opean shore,- remote ^om family^ and 
frientfs, I am dragging my existence 
racked widi a painful *disea5e. My .only 

consolation is *that I escape from much 

• * 

unpleasan'tness whicfh eannot be avoided 

4n, Calcutta life. Oh ! <ybat a *Heary day 
it is to- me. I trust that it will please 
the * Most Ijigh to allow my deceased* 

friend’s soul rest in peace. I am too much 

• • • • . • 

filled with grief to wjite you more. I have 

no power Jo offer due condolence* I 
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in a position which can be only • felt by him 
who can feel. It is a misfortune to md that 
I am doorned to mourn my friends whilst 
1 am myself almost on the brink of eternity. 
*I cannot say more. 

o 

To Baboo Jogesh Ch. Dutt. 

From Babu Eurendranatk Mookerjee. 

• February 19, 1894. 

My dear Jogesh Bat>u, — I was laid up with 

malaria here in Calcutta when the great soul 

went up to heaven with such brief notice. But, 

' a' 

to my misfortune, even tjiis was denied me, 

o 

for I heard the melancholy news on the 
third oday after h^ was gone. You niust 
imagine the shock that news gave me. for 1 
have no words to describe it. 

A 

Bat ^my own concerns apart jyou can only 
understand what a loss I havea suffered^ in 
that of the great life which has thrown ygu, 
all 'into such sudden a<id unspeakable gri<^, 
to look upon him as my tfather, and 
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never did I lose a jot of respect and affection 

which l^feit fdjr him from the beginning. Though 

I have turned a Sanyasiy yet !♦ have never 

forgotten him. I wrote to him from Agra, on first 

fenouncing my former life, that of all things*^ 

and men, the memory of S. C. M. was the 

most vivid in my mind. I might forget 

^the world, but not him. I had not seen 

hint for a long time of, late, because I was 

ashamed to shew my face after the 

failure of the ‘‘ Sun ” which I wanted to 

♦ ■# 

make a success first and then see him. 

• * - 

But *it was, I think, a couple of days be- 
fore- his ^ng on his hist jouraey, 4hat I 
was thinking of seeing him as soon as l.had 
sufficient strength to do so. J^ut, .to my 
eternal regret, he passed a*i^ay before 
that'^ strength came. 

’ 9ambhu G* Mookerjee was my guru. He 
fn^de me a literary man and made my reputa- 
tion as iveil. 

Accept % yourself my heart-felt candefenee- 
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for tho grjef you are now passinjg through. 
It is to you the greatest trial/ in yoifr life. 
Never did® man offer sincerer worship to 
human wo/th. 

To Babu Jogesh Ch. Dutt. 

From Dewan Haridas Vikaridas Desai. 

Bombay, February 20, 1894. 

(Telegram.) 

Exceedingly grkved learning premature 
demise of the learned Doctor. Heartfelt condo- 
lences to you all in bereavement. 

o' . 

Frgm Babu ManmatJia Nath Banarji. 

Seebpore, February, 1894. 

My dear Sir, — I aifi stunned bj^the news of 
Dr.e ^ambhu C. Mookerjee’s ’death. I never 
hearcP 4hat ^he was ailing. The bfow must 
have prostrkted you. 

•• 

pr., Mookerjee was a prince of men. To 
know him was to love him and aeverenpe *hiih 
deeply. The loss the country sustains injii^ 

• .0 • 

untimely demise is irreparable. 

What* consolation can be o%red to those 
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who lived Jn* terms of intimacy^ with Dr. 
Mookfir^ee ? ■ r.can judge of their feelings by 
,my own. 

To Babu Kisari Mohan Ganguli. 

\ • 

From Raja Peary Mohan Mookerjee. 

Uttarpara, February, 1894. 
My dear Sir, — The intelligence of Dr. Sambhu 
Mookerjee’s death has come upon us as a 
stunping blow. He was. apparently in good 
health when 1 last saw him. The loss to the 
country is simply irreparable. 

Xo Babu Kisari Mohan Ganguli. 

From Babu Manohar Deb, 

Bafeilly, February 21^ 1894. 

uear dtr, — Leflers of condolence froq] am- 

known and obscure persons ar^ ofi* little 

■mpment to the bereaved ; nei^drtheless I 

cannot but express bow deeply ] ^el 

the * loss your great friend Babtr 

§ambbu Chohder Mookerjee, of whose death 
• ■ • • . • 

I came .to know the , other day. Foe him 
* . •. 
I cntertaiBect the highest esteem. BKs diash- 
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has deprived Bengal of the credit hithert< 

enjoyed by it of possessing the’iBcst culturd 

native of Iftdia. I regard him as one of lie, 

five truly great men (Pandit Iswar Ch. Vidji- 

sagar, Dr. K, M. Ba?ierjee» Dif. R. L. Mih„ 

Babus K. C. Sen and Sambhu Ch. Mcokerje) 

that Bengal has produced in our time, aid v o 

gained^ for Bengal the credit of beng ip 

most advanced prgvince in point of edicatn, 

* • ’ 

As they departed from this world, on* atf 
the other, their places have not been fiifcd | 
by equally great successors. With Babu ^ar* 
bhu C. Mookerjee has passed away th^ lai 
of these giants, and this is how I regard hi, 
death and feel it. His name will, however 

0 

survive long after those of the others exce^tng, 

perhaps, Qf, Rajendralala Mitra and Iwaf 

C^ui^dcr Vidyasagar, are forgotten. But toore- 

* serve his memory from oblivion, it is neceiai^ 

that-his writings should be carefully edite^usjt 

as Landor*s writings ■ liave been, with acB 
® ' * 

^terati 9 ns and additions as his hurried wrUng 

A , ^ ' 
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im- 

t.ntended for penodicals may demand, ffo one 

ii better quaO/fied for this task than yourselfi 

Sid I hopeyou will take this hifft into con- 

deration. I shall be very glad to si|bscribe to 

0 • 

ae copy of tills book if^itis published. 

') Balw Jogesh Chunder Dutt. 

From Mr R. BelcAambers, 

February 24, 1894. 
y de.T Jc^esh Chunder,—] was not aware of 
le sfVious illness of our friend the late 

)r. $Mnbhu C. Mookerjee. To me, therefore, 

■0 

the announcement of his death was as un- 

• • 

exptdted, as it was painful. His loss tp the 

pubk, as a journalist who possessed • rare 
c 

qud/tications \inited to independence • of 
thought, nininfluenced . by personal or. fmrty 
feqhg, is incalculable, especiaHy at the 
preiht time; I deeply commiserate^ his 
ftm|y, and « you also, knowing that you • 
lovd tiini and regarded him as a model of 
\he>highest type. 

ToiBaboo Jqgesh Ch. butt* 
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FfO% H. the Bara Thakur Bahadur, 
of fl til Tipper a. 

Agiirtala, February, 1894. 

(Telegram.)* 

• o 

Deeply regret death of El^)ctor Sambhjpl 
Chunder Moolcerjee. Convey our sympathy 
and condolence to the bereaved family. 

To Bal^u Jogesh Chunder Dutt. 

From Mr, B. C, Mitra, 

Comilla, March 7, 1894. 
]^y dear Jogesh Babu, — I do not know what 
you hive been thinking.of me’ for not add- 
ing my name to your list of those who*have 
sent Condolences on* the death of the greatest 

B6lTg;jili of modern days, f thought that 
a * • ‘ ® 

silence* was. the best expression of deep-felt 

grief. 

To* Baboo Jogesh Ch. Dutt.. 

From Professor A. Va^tbiry. 

Budapest Uuiversitf, 
March 6, 1894. 

" yirofei^or Vamb^ry begs to express his deep- 
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ly felt sofroVr for the bereavement ® “ Reis 
and Ra^yet ” has suffered through the death 
: of Dr. Samhhii Chunder Mookerjee. The de- 
ceased was an enlightened and publicist 
s^d his impartiality in ° questions of religion 
and nationality might serve as an example to 
many Christian writers of Europe. 

ITo the editor of “ Reis and Rayyet.” 

The Professor followed* up his message 
of sympathy with the following letter : — 

Bndapest University, 
Marcb 15, ijS94. 

Dear Sir, — Allow me to express ray deeply felt 

sc^ow at the death of f>r. Sambhu Chflnder 

Mookerjee in wEom 1 had come to kno^ &fid 

appreciate a writer of rare merits ,and talents. 

• • 

‘What particularly struck me was his high- 
minded toleration towards his Mahomedan 
cou^ymen, t virtue which is not too frequent- 
ly /ound even^here, in Europe,^ where (AH>ple 
ar«' constantly boasting of their enlighten^^ 
spirit and indulgence towarcte aum of 
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creed 2 nd .race. I regret not htivjng had the 
opportunity of knowing the laj;e- Dr.^Mooker- 
jec personally, but as a constant reader of his 
paper it ‘i? ^y agreeable duty to pay to his 
memory this tribute dlf respect ^and admiratim. 

From Dr. FitzEdtvard Hall, 

Marlesford, 

Wickham Market, December 5, 18^. 
Dear Sir, — It was. with deep regret ^ that 
I learned of the death of Dr. Sambhu 
f,'. Mookerjee. He was not one and 
twenty when, in copipany with my re- 
vered teacher Iswara Chandra Vidya°sagara, 
I iftade his acqu^ntance at the house of my 
did ^nd lamented friend, Babu Rajinder Dutt 
The promise of eminence which h'e even then 
gave was ‘amply fulfilled. His example, U. as 
t() be hoped, is one that many of his country 
men will emulate. Mr. Skrine’s sympithdtit 
memoir of him I trust youj will reproduce 
In its entirety. 

•Ti7th« Editor, Rtis and Rayyet^ 
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Wntmg to a correspondent, ne ag^n says ; — 
It gri^eved'pje, too, that Dr. Sambhu C. 
^•Mookerjee was cut off in the midst of a career 
of distinguished usefulness. His life, though 
^•t long, was a Very full Sne, and^ his country- 
men have lost in him a man of signal 
’ability and sterling worth. 

From M. A. Barth. 

August 16, 1894. 

Dear Sir, — The death of Dr. Sambhu C. Moo- 

kerjee was also felt in our part of the world ^ 

not only in England but in France also, $mong 

the feW who are interested in the course of 

Hindu opinion and affairs, 
e 

To Babu Kisari Mohan Ganguli. 

Sir* Alf/ed Croft, ViccrChancellpr, no his 
adt^ess of the year 189$ at the Cdn vocation 
of the Calcutta University, held on the ^^h 
Jdhuat^, 1895, aoticed the death of Dr. Mook- 
erjee in these terms : 

“ Dr. Sambhu C. Mookerjce’s mind was casi 
in a differei^ mould.' Though a stauft'c^ 
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Hindo8 had but little sympTatby with the 
enthusiasts of the Hindoo revival. JId held 
in high respect the strong points of the Euro- 
pean character, and he was an indefatigable 
student of Western literature.^ At the saipe 
time he yielded to none in his admiration for 
the Eastern world, and in his determination 
to declare himself, even in the details of hip 
dress, an Orient«J., His intimate acquaint- 
ance with Mahomedan notabilities in many 
parts of India gave him a profound sym- 
pathy ^with Mahomedan gianners and civiliza- 
tion. It was as journalist that he was 

best* known. HiS wide reading, his. un- 

% 

facing memory, his extensive travels^ 
his keen.^ appreciation of the ’humorous, 
his' powers of incisive criticism, gf^v^ 
to, bis writings a force and an originality 
such as are. rare^ in journalaitic liteAtui^. 
Originality and a wide hunfanity wer^ Jn 
fact, the leading n^tes of his remarkable 
>(ih4tacter.” 

A 
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Frp)^ Mr. James Roiitledg^ 

Kidwelly, March 13, 1894. 
jMy dear Sir,-^I cannot posstbl3f convey to 
you a conception of the dismay with which 
jI«Jhave read jkour moA*nful intelligence of 
the death of my dear friend Dr. Sambhu 
Chunder Mookerjee, one^ of the most loyal- 
l^arted of India's true gentlemen. I was 
aware that his health * had ^long been in an 
uncertain state, but that he should die at 
so early an age never had entered even 
into my dreams. He was so brigjht, so 
genialj so fond of a jest (for* or against him- 
self) .that I always wrote* to him as to* one 
who was dcstiifed as a patriarch to ^t£fi«e 
and lend ' down to later times the story of 
wh^t. he and you and 1 have knoVn in the 
India if to-day. I wrote to him at tim^Sfln 
this strain — “ What may not you sec long after 
I have gonp for ever from these earthly 
fcenes!” Your letter and copy of the Reh^ 
and Ravvtt almost struck me dumb. 
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Wh?n, bowever, 1 had had to think 

I reflected that my friend had not^Hved in 
vain. He liad lived long enough to havo® 
shown your^ countrymen as well as mine, 
the noble and honourable l-elations whieh® 
may exist between them — relations of a 
generous friendship, cemented by a free 
cxpregsion of opinion on all subjects, aifld 
a blessed readiness, to believe in each other’s 
sincerity. 

And then he was so gentle, so easy to be 
entrec\Jfced, so charmingly hurhorous, and so 
reluctant to give pain, even where, at* times, 
it ^as impossible \o respect, that I am sure 

memory will remain, a thing of life and 
0 • ' 0 

beauty, long after the elders of this generation 

—nay, lorig after the young .men of the genera- 
tion® have gone into the silence which no 
power of man can break. I ♦emembef well 
a -Kttle notice which I wrote cJ* his ** Travels 
^and how kindly he.acknowledged.it. '1 was 
‘^t>diit 4 o say that it was not worth acknow* 
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ledging, but then I should have boen Vrong 
My pobr^words#gave him at least a momentar} 
f)leasure — perhaps more — and his *gave me f 
lasting pleasure — ^one indeed wlych^will noi 
c^ily pass a\lay* 

His loyalty to those who trusted hinj waJ 
at once simple-hearted and superb. The 
Queen-Empress had not a more loyat sub- 
ject, ,or India a truer-heswted son. What 
splendid duty he did in trying to extin- 
guish race-hatred, you know better than I do, 
but I too know the faq^, and I have ofteg been 
thankful to God that such a spirit had been 
given to us to smooth away* the littleness, Isind 
put aside the self-seeking which mar^ %h 
many sincere efforts to do good in Ijjdia.* 

• I.am sorry to read that my friend’s family 
are unprovided for, but I am persuaded Hh^t 
the Gftvernmertt will not be remiss in respond- 
Jo which I am sure will* he 

general, ip their favour.. The sacrifices made 
• s • " 

by Dr. Mook^^iee have been immense.*ahS ► 



OF CON»OtENCE, 


477 


4U. 

tiling .4ie i^s of the men whom* the sovereign 
Lady of both lands will delight {q honouf. 

I am a poor man and not . likely ever to 
be a rich ^ one. Had it been in my power, I 
would have waited for no ini^itation to dp 
what I would like to recommend to others. 

My ’wife desires to join me in deep sym- 
pathy with my (our) friend’s family. I always 
wrote so in his life Jtime and 1 mournfully do 
so once again. May the Great Father bless 
them, and help them to do their duty with 
their lather’s example to cheer and lead 
them on ! While they walk in his footsteps 
they.cannot go wrong. 

thank you sincerely for ‘your kind and 
touchSgg letter. And with kind regards, •&€. 
To Babu Jd^esh Ch. Dutt. 



• POSTSCRIPT. 

/ '‘cannot ’Sting this labour of love to a 
^dose without • acknowledging the"^ obligation 
under which / have been placed by the 
^spontaneous khtdness^ of other admirers of 
Mookerjeds character, Babus Kisari Mohan 

o 

Ganguli, Jogesh Chunder Dutt, P. N. Ker 
e^nd Ramdas Mookerjee have rendered most 
willing and^ ejfectual helfk: ^ and but for tJieir 
devotion I could never have written finis to 

my volume. With all its imperfect^s, / 

0 

submit it to an indulgent public. If • offence 
be caused by any sins of omission or conir 

mind that / 
noble caneer 
amid harassing official cares and in a Mimate 
rnast unfavourable, to exercise of Sky energies. 
All ' reasonable cause of complaint shc^ll Pe 
Ptemihed in a% second edition, should one be 

called fors as it is to be hoped may be' 'the 

• • • • ^ 

iase^in the interest of the Dodor^s family. 

' F. H, s.: 


mission l0 my critics bdir in 

^ - i ^ 

ha*i Giiltd at this record of a' 
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